
CONG.RESB-IO.NAL- RECORD-SE ·rATE. JA.NUARY 27, 

G3 0. Also. p rntion of W. II. Conway; Springfield\ Tit, protest
ing agninBt the Smitlt.TowJlel~' bill; to the Commil1tee on Educa
tion 

5301. Also. petition of :Moline Kiwanis Club, of 1\Ioline, m I 
stt""g€StinW cet1:ain' rul for· the re:;ulation: of immigration;. to 
the Comn:tittee on Immigration nnd Naturalization. 

u302. Also, petition of Glass Bottle Blowers' Association of 
Chicago Heights, Ill., urging the defeat.. or. amendment of House 
bill 10311; to the Committee on Agricultm:e. 

{)303. AI o; petition of Dr: H. M. Richter, protesting. against 
Hou e bill 12644; to the· Committee. on• Water Power. 

u304! Also, petitions of Aurerat Chamben o£ Gommerca.; C. E. 
Kremer; Chicago; North1 Westenru Tow Boat Owners! Associa
tion, Seattle, Wash.; antl Quine Chamber of Commerce, urg
ing na age o:fl House· bill 1359.:L; to the Committee on tile 
Judiciary~ 

5305. Also, petjtion of Massey Conc1.:ate P.roducts Corpom.tion, 
Chicago by 1\11.'. liL \V. Wilder and W. :s;. Miner, Ghicago, 
urging • uppo.rt of Honse. bilL 1551, Winslow· measure; to the 
Committee on Inte~mte· and· Fore:ign Commeree: 

5300. Also, petitions of. Gust Wolff, ot Decatur; Hugh .A. 
Green, of Moweaqua•; and l\Ir: W. G. Wolffl, of Decatnr, all in 
the State of lllinoi • urging the passage of, the Elkin bill: ( S. 
4596) ; to the· Committee on Pensions. 

SENAT.E. 

~URSDAY, J anuarry' 2.1;.192:1. 
(Legislative day of Wednesday, Janua1·y 26, 1921.) 

The Senate me'h at 12 o'cloclt meridian, on the' expiration of 
·the recess. 

The PRESIDThT.G- OFFICER (:.Ml'. RoBINB'ON in the• chair)·. 
The unfinisb d business, Hou e bill'~527D, is before the· Senate. 

DEP..ARTMENT 0Y. EDUCATION. 
1\fr. SMimH of Georgia. Mr. President, I was interrUI>ted' on 

yesterday; and! I wish to present tliis morning two 01~ · tllree 
matters thnt.r would· otherwise ha-ve presented at· that time: 

Ma-. PEEROSE. It the Senntor will permit me to interrupti 
him, I suggest the absence of a quorum. · 

The PRESIDING OF.EreER Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield fo~ tlrat PU'rDOSEr? 

Mr: SMJJ.r'IL of Georgia. I. w.ould: prefer to present these 
papers befone a. call fbr a-quorum .. 

:Mr. PENROSE. I should like a full Senate to hear tfie Sena 
l:or from. Georgia. 

The PRIDSIDING 0FFI'(lJER. The· Chair- caUs the: attention 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to the fact that the Senator• 
from- Georghn hns the• fluor; arrd unless the Senatol' ' yields · for 
thatpurpnse..theSemrtnr from Penm;ylvania can not suggest· the 
absence: of a: q110rom "' 

1\fr. PElNllOSE. L understml.d tl1irt', Without the reminder o:fr 
the Chair:. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Does: the Senator from Georgia• 
yield:' f.or ilia t purpose? 
1 

1\Ir. SJIIfitrH of Georgia. r prefer' not fu 3'1-eld. 
The PRE~IDING OFFICER.- The Senator from Geovgia• de

:cllnes.. to yield! 
l\fr: Sl\I1TH of' G'eorgla. It is unfortunate· that ali tlie Sena

tors do not hear the resolutions I am about to read, but they 
will go into , the RECORD, a-nd.rhope. they wiJJ.. be read there. 

'J]he_bill trr creatEr the department of education. is commonly 
known now a:s the Smith/rown-e~ bill: I having. intr.()duced it in 
the Senate, and Jud-ge TowNER having introduced it in• the 
House. 1 mention. that fact beeanse the resolutions I am about 
to read commend· the Smith-Towner bill. I Wish• it understood 
that they commend, therefore, the bill to create a depaTtment of 
education, the authority to make appropriations for educaUonaf 
purposes contained irr that bill 

The first is from St. :Retersburg, Fla.1 wliere there' is a larg_e 
gatbedng of winte!' tourists: I Wish• to read· their letter first: 

ST. PETERSBURG, FLA., Januat·y 20, 1921. 
Senator HoKE SMITH, 

Washington, D. a. 
DEAn SENATOR: The St. Petersburg_ Republican Club, 800•mem,. 

bers, unanimously went on record ast indorsing the passage- of 
the Smith-Towner bill, and instructed the secretary to so in
form you. Fight for it to the. finish •. 

Respectfully, yours, 
H. L. ERMATINGER, Secl·etar·y 
A. R. \VELsH, Pres·ident. 

Again, I read: 
ST. PETERSBUllG SHBINERS' ASSOCIATION' 

· St. Petersbu,rg, Fla., Janu.a111 U,, 1921. 
Senator HoKE SM:cr'H, · 

Washington, D. 0. 
DE:An SfiATi:m: The St. Petersburg Sllriners' As ociati()n, 

composed ofl Shrine.rs representing 88 temples, from 88 cities 
tliroughout the United• States, unanimously indorse the pa age 
of the Smith-Towner bill. These 88 temples, such as Lu Lu, 
.Philadelphia.; Al Koran, Cleveland; Aladdin, Columbus-, Ohio, 
and the 85 others, have a membership of o'\""er 1,000,000 of the 
best men in the United Stutes, and their winter repre...,enta
t:L-v.es in St. Petersburg ll.aTe just gone on• record as aboYe 
stated. 

YoU£S',. truly, 
EI. L. ERMATINGER, Presid nt. 

~fie United· States Cliambel' of Commerce has approved · the 
bill' creating a department of education, and I wish to bring· 
the letter of their president to the attention of the Senate, and 
also in that way to the attention of the country. 

"Educational crisis national problem," says Jo eph H. De-
free. · 

President o~ United States Chamber of Commerae ay con
ditions in public schools contribute to. uru~est. 

::3tatement of' J'oseph H. Defree'S, presitlent 'Uniteci States 
Cliamber of Cbmmerce·: · 

Educational .authorities who have carefully studied conditions esti-
mate that ot the 600,000. publlc-sahool teachers in. the United States: 

One hundred thousand are under age 21'. 
'Ehi~YI tho·usand' have no education. beyond:. the eighth gt·ade. 
One hundr~d and fifty thousand have· no education beyond the third 

year in high school. · 
Four hundred and cighty' thous:md-four-fifth-s- of- the total-lra'Ve 

not .tin d. tw.o y.ea:rs ot speeial training, the minimUm· recognize:d standard• 
in ather civilized, countries. 

F'orty thousand te.mporury teacliers who have not eve.n fu11illed our 
own low educational requirements. 

"Wus.hingto~-Conditi.ons in our public schools undoubtedly 
contr.ifmte much. to unrest in. this country to ... day/' said. Joseph 
ffi Defrees, president of the ITnlted States Chamber ot Com 
merce, in a statement mo.de·public to-day to a representative of 
the· National Education A.ssocia..tion. 

l\I.r. Defrees· said. that the situatiOllihad become so serfuus that 
it could no longer be looked upon as a matter of purely loao.l· 
interest, but should be treated a.s a national issue to be solved 
through the ·full cooperation of State and Nation. 
Nothin~ in oun national! life is mora important. tbnn the f.n1lest and 

best facilities for the education of our children. 
One reason why. radicalism has not made the samn headway in the 

United States that it" has• in Europe ie the- fact that' huntfreds at men, 
occupying positions ot the greatest imporfunc in this· country; bega: 
life as poor boya-

Said Mr. De:frees-
But what have ~ got to say- of' the · inequalities in education? 
Eighteen thousand classrooms in this country are said to have stoud 

idle last year tlll:ough.lack of. teachers: Ta~g an average ot 25 pupils 
to each classroo~ that means that 41>0.000 children . were either denied 
education altogetbel'l or crowded· into other classrooms where tbey were 
given such• education as they wuld get f~:om· an· overworlted,, nnderpa.i<4 
undertrained teacher. 

The' ballml!e' of the..le.tter. 1 am: perfectLy- willing.. t<J p11int with
out readin - r. a unanimous corrs.ent. tu pnin i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without: objection, lea-ve '\'\'ill 
be granted: The Chair hears none. 

The remainde£ ot" the lette£ is. as :::ollows: 
I have · given some figures on this Ctluntry's• fuilure to Pl'oville trained 

teacherS' for its schoolrooms~ Itt that regard authoriti s a sert that we 
lag behind every other civilized nation in-cludi.Dg some o"t oUD South 
American• neighbors. In, the country districts, where GO per cent o.(. 
the clrlldren of this Nation are educat d. 'tbe teachers. as a group. rep
res-ent by ~~ the most immature and. badly. educa.tcdl of allJ teachers. 
Of course, under these circumstances, the public school cnn not com
pete with the richly endowed prh·nte school. and what bPcomes of our 
boast of equal opportunity? Isn't it an obvious step in allaying present 
and preventing 1'U.ture· unrest that 1Ve" remove t1rts educational handicap? 

There is one other . phase of this question that I wish to touch upon. 
Our shortsighted policy in1 falling to recognize the dignity or the 
teacbiilg profession, in some instances, lias led to a class consci.ousness 
in that profession; whicli has made · itself" felt' in Ute clas room....and left 
its indelible imprint· upon the impressiona.ble minds of the young. 
Let the. facilities for the education o:e the teacher and comp n atlon
of the educated teacher be made ample. 

Mr. SMITH ot Georgia. I: shall not take· more time of the 
Senate just now· to bning the subject to the attention of the 
Sennte and the countr , but as opportunity is given from day to 
day I hope briefly to call attention to facts that are impm.·t..wt 
andl pe~tinent, and to demonsb.·ate to the Sena.te. not only tlie 

, neaessi~ for the· legislation• but tha.t the · overwhelming supp-ort-
of the women~ and men voters of the country is behind it. 

1 am awarE! of the fact that there· is a ~man ·organized oppost
tion, an unfortunate opno ition fon those- who1 are· making it 
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but I believe it does not represent any real majority of those 
:from whom it seems to come. That the bill will pass at this 
session or in tlle ne r future :r_ have no doubt. 

ASSOCIATIO"S OF PRODUCERS OF ASRICULTUnAL PRODUCTS. 

!Ir. l\'ELSON. On account of illness in my family, I ask 
leave to withdraw from the conference committee on the dis
agreeing votes ot the two Houses upon the bill (H. R. 13931) to 
authorize association of producerS" of agricultural products, and 
I ask that the Chair may appoint another Senator in my place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senator 
from Minnesota [Ur. NELSON] will be excused from further 
ervice as a conferee on the part of the Senate, and the Ohair 

appoints the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] in his place. 
The Ohair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

CA..LL OF THE ROLL. 

Mr. P~'ROSE. Mr. President, I suggest the n.bsence of a 
quorum. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the foUowing Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ashurst Oronna :McCumber 
Ball Hale McKellar 
Beckham Harris McNary 
P.-orah Harrison Moses 
Capp~r IIeflin Myers 

olt Bender on Nelson 
Cul b<>rson .Tohnso!l., Calif. Overman 
Cur tis Jones, N.Mex. Page 
Dia l Jones, Wash. Penrose 
Dillingham Kellogg Poindexter 
Elkins Kendrick Pomerene 
Fernald Keyes Ran dell 
Fletcher King Robinson 
France BJrby Sheppard 
<J erry Knox Sherman 
Ola ~ La l!'ollette Simmons 
G-ooding Lodge Smith, Ariz. 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S.C. 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Tramm~u 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Wa-rren 
Williams 
Willis 

1\Ir. JO ... ffiS of Washipgton. I jlesire to state that the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. CALDER] is necessarily absent on pub
lic busine s. 

Mr. GERRY. I nnnounce that the Senator from Delaware 
[l\Ir. WoLCOTT], the Senator from Oregon [1\Ir. CHAMBERLAIN], 
and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr . .Jo~so:s] are absent 
by reason of illness. 

:Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from Iowa [lli. KENYoN], the Senator from Connecti
cut [Ur. McLEAN], the Senator fTom Colorado [Mr. PHIPPs], 
the Senator fTom :Montn.na [Mr. W ALSR], and the Senator :from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] ar~ absent in attendance upon a 
meeting of the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-six Senators haye an
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of sundry employees of the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service~ of New Haven, Conn., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill 4839, to classify and provide 
salaries for officers and clerks of the Steamboat-Inspection Serv
ice, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Rockville Chamber of 
Commerce, of Rockville, Conn., favoring tbe passage of a bill 
providing for a 1-cent drop-letter rate in cities, towns, and on 
rural routes, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry Polish poUtieal, 
social, and beneficial organizations of the State of . Connecticut, 
remonstrating against the enactment of the so-called Sunday 
blue laws, \Vhich was referred to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

He also presented a resolution of the Stamford Central Labor 
Union, of Stamforu, Conn., fa.vorirg the removal o.E n·ade re
strictions with Russia, and also that an app1·opriation. be made 
for the completion of the Wilsoh Dam at Muscle Sboals, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions of the Hartford Central Labor 
Union, of Hartford, and Elm Lodge,. Nor 420, International Asso
ciation of Machinists, both in the State of Connecticut, favoring 
immediate resumption of trade with soviet Russia, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a. petition of Loco.l No. 185, Federal Em
ployees Union, of New Haven, Conn., praying for the continu
ance of the $240 bonus to Federal employees during the next 
fiscal year, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. , . 

He also presented petitions of sundry employees of the United 
States customs service of New Haven and Bridgeport, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the salaries 

of customs o1Iicers, which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented memorials of the Water}}ury Women's Club, 
of Waterbury, Conn., and the Chamber o.f Commerce of Norwich, 
Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation- com
mercializing the national parks, which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Kllli.~RICK presented a letter in the nature of a petition 
signed by John Hendricks and sundry othe1· citizens of Powell, 
Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure protec· 
tion for the beekeeping industry, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

lUr. PHIPPS presented telegrams in the nature of memorials 
of the Den~er Civic and Commercial Association, of Denver; 
the William E. Russell Coal Co., of Denver; F. · R. Wood, ot 
Trinidad ; J. S. Cheyney, -vice president Canon Reliance Coal 
Co., of Denver; F. B. Reigart, secretary Pueblo Retail Coal 
Dealers' Credit Bureau., of Pueblo; the Govereau Coal & Feed 
Co., of Ro&y Ford ; and the Colorado Retail Coal Dealers' Asso
ciation, of Denver, all In the State of Colorado, remonstrating 
against the enactment of the so-called Calder bill to regulate the 
coal industry, etc., which were referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures~ 

Ur. BRANDEGEE presented a letter in the nature of a peti
tion from F. 'Var<l Deklyn, foreman of the jury in the case of 
United States v. RemiTiooton .Arms, et al., praying for the enact
ment of legi latlon to increase the compensation of United 
States court jurors, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER (Mr. RoBINSON) presented a 
letter in the nature of a petition of the Coca-Cola Bottling Co., 
of Fort Smith, ATk., praying for a revision of the internal rev-e
nue law as it applies to manufacturers of nonalcoholic beTer
ages, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

1\Ir. JONES of Washington.. Mr. President, I have a re,solu
tion passed by the legislature of my State. I am not crotno- to 
ask tha.t the resolution may be Dctnted in the REco.RD bin iun; 
but I am simply going to state that it is a resolution urging the 
passage by the Senate of the magnesite bill, one of the special 
tariff bills that were reported last session and are· now on the 
calendar. I simply ask that this resolution may be noted in the 
RECORD as a petition or memorial, without asking that it be 
printed in full. 

The PRDSIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Washington to the fact that the rules con
template that memorials of that character shall be prtnted in 
~fuoo~ · 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand tha.t the rules do 
contemplate it, but I do n.ot ask it. I do not think it is necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter 
will take the course suggested by the Senator from Washington. 
The Chair hears no objection. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Frnance. 

REPORTS OF COliMITTEES. 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 4859) for the relief af certai.rl 
ex-service men whose rights to make entries on the North Platte 
irrigation project, Nebraska-Wyoming, were defeated by inter
vening claims, reported it fa-votably without amen'dment. 

:Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on Com
merce, to which was referred the bill (S. 4640) to amend section 
2 of an act entitled "An act to create a Federal power com
mission; to provide for the improvement of navigation, the devel
opment 9f water power, the use of the pul!Uc lands in relation 
thereto; and to repeal section 18 of the river and harbor ap
proprin.tion a.ct, approved August 8, 1.917, and for other pur
poses," approved June 10, 1920, reported it wi.th amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 724) thereon. 

Mr. W .ADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
238) authorizing the President to require the United States 
Sugar Equalization Board to take over .and dispose of 13,902 
tons of sugar imported fTom the Argentine Republic, reported 
it fa-vorably without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
725) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

· Bills were introducerl, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By ~fr. SW .ANSON: 
.A bill (S. 4924) to retrocede to the State-of Virginia exclusive 

jurisdiction heretofore acquired by the United States of America 
over the property and persons of the town site or territory 
known as United States Housing Corporation project 150--A, 
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Iocateu in Norfolk County, State of Virginia, and called. era
dock; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. Sl\!OOT : 
A bill ( S. 4925-) to amend an act approved February 25, 192.0, 

entitled "An act to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, o1l, 
oil shale, gas, and sodium on the public domain, and fo! other 
purposes " ; and 

A bill ( S. 4926) to amend an act approved February 25, 192.0, 
entitled "An act to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, 011, 
oil shale, gas, and sodium' on the public domain, and for other 
purposes " ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SPENCER: -
A biU (S. 4927) to amend Title IX, section 900, paragraph (8) 

of the act entitled "An act to proviue revenue, and for other 
purposes," approved February 24, 1919; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. CALDER: _ 
A bill (S. 4928) for the purchase of the statue "The Pilgrim 

1\lother and Child of the Mayflower," and presentation of same 
to the Government of Great Britain; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. 1\lcNARY: -
·A bill (S. 4929) for the relief of estates of Edwin G. Scott, 

Clyde R. Dindinger, and Ralph R. Fraley; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4930) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell timber on certain public lands, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4931) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior in 
certain cases to recon>ey real property donated for use in con
nection with Federal irrigation projects; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

By l\1r. POINDEXTER: 
A bill ( S. 4932) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 

War to deliver to the Surgeon General of the Public Health 
Sen~ce Fort 'Valla Walla Military Reservation. including build
ings and grounds at Walla Walla, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

.AMEND:\IENTS TO EMERGENCY TARIFF BILL. 

1\lr. SPENCER submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 15275, the emergency tariff bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to House bill 15275, the emergency tariff 
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO DIPLOMATIC .AND CONSULAR .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

l\!1·. TOWNSEND submitteu an amendment (with an accom
panying paper) proposing to apt>ropriate $4,500 to pay Mrs. 
Anne Gale 'Vhite, widow of Jay White, late consul at Naples, 
Italy, being one year's salary of her deceased husband, etc., 
intend~d to be proposed by him to the Diplomatic and Consular 
appropriation bill, which was referred- to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPPING CLAIMS .AGAINST THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT. 

1\lr. LODGE. I submit a resolution of inquiry, askin:./ for 
certain information from the State Department in regard to 
certain claims. 

The resolution (S. Res. 438) was read, as follows: 
Resoh'ed, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible 

with the public interest, . to inform the Senate whether any, and if 
any what, measures have been taken relating to claims or complaints 
of citizens of the United States against the British Government growing 
out of restraints on American commerce and the alleged unlawful 
seizure and sale of American ships and cargoes by British authorities 
during the late war, and to communicate to the Senate a copy of any 
instructions which may have been given by the Executive to the 
American ambassador at London on the subject on and after October 21, 
1!H5 and also a copy of any correspondence which may have passed 
betw~en this Government and that of Great Britain in relation to 
that subject since that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The resolution will be printed 
and lie over under the rule. 

MARBLE BUSTS OF SUSAN B. ANTHONY .AND OTHERS. 

1\lr. CURTIS submitted the following concurrent resolution 
( s. Con. n.es. 39), whl<;.):l was read anu referred to the Com
mittee on the . Library: 

Resolved by the Senate (tlze Hotlse of Repr_esentatives concurring), 
That the Joint Committee on the Library, actmg under the authority 
confet-red by section 1831 of the Revised Statutes, on behalf of Con
gress. accepts the marble busts of Susan B. Anthony, Lucretia Mott, 
and Elizabeth C'ady Stanton, presented to the Congress by the women 
of the United States, and assign to said busts a suitable place in the 
United States Capitol, and that appropriate ceremonies, under the 
supervision of the Superintendent of the nited States Capitol Building 
and Grounds, are hereby authorized to be held In the Rotunda of the 
Capitol at such time as said Superintendent of the United States Capitol 
Building and Grounds may deem suitable. 

MESSAGE FRO:ll THE HOUSE. 

A J+~essage from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. n. 12502) 
providing for a report on the cost of improving and maintaining 
the Government boulevard on Missionary Ridge, in the Chicka
mauga and Chattanooga Nationall\filitary Park. 

The mess:tge also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

H. R. 974. An act for the relief of W. T. Dingler; 
H. R. 4184. An act for the relief of C. V. Hinkle; 
H. R. 11769. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro

vide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,'' 
approve·d March 2, 1917; and 

H. J. Res. 440. Joint resolution directing the Secretary of War 
to cease enlisting men in the Regular Army of the United States, 
except in the case of those men who have already served one or 
more enlistments therein. 

EMERGENCY TARIFF. 

The Senate~ as in Committee of the Whole. resumed consider
ation of the bill (H. R. 15275) imposing temporary duties upon 
certain agricultural J?roducts to meet present emergencies, to 
vrovide revenue, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Sil\11\lONS. Mr. President, I wish briefly to state in the 
beginning some general propositions with reference to the pend
ing bill, then I will enter upon a discussion of what I regard 
us the real issues involved in this controversy, especially from 
an economic standpoint. 

The bill under consideration places unprecedentedly high 
duties upon importations of a large number of staple agricul
tural products of this country. Scarcely any of these duties are 
justified under the tariff theories of either of the two great 
political parties. Most of them, measured by the Republican 
standard of protection, are either excessive or prohibitive, and 
will therefore produce but little, if any, re>enue for the support 
of the Government. IndeeJ, it was boldly declared in the 
Finance Committee when the bill was under consideration there 
that it was framed without regard to revenue and solely for 
purposes of protection. 

An examination of the rates imposed by the bill in connec
tion with this declared purpose of the legislation makes it clear 
that the primary object of the bill is to enhance the price in 
the domestic market of the several products embraced in the 
bill. Such a use, or misuse, of the power of taxation is repug
nant to the fundamental principles and policies of the Demo
cratic Party, and is inconsistent with and repugnant to all the 
theories or arguments upon which the Republican Party lm ve 
heretofore attempted to justify tariff for protection. 

If these rates reflect the present attitude of the Republican 
mind upon the question of protection ·and fores,hadow the char
acter and measure of protection for which that party intends to 
stand in the future, this bill furnishes a new and startling illus
tration and interpretation of a radical advance in the develop
ment of that doctrine under the present leadership and control 
of that party. _ 

Mr. President, this is not the only tariff bill which will be 
presented to the Congress for its consideration and action in 
the near future. It is known that during the special session 
to be called, probably in April, the party in power intends to 
bring in a general bill revising and rewriting the tariff act now 
in force. 

If the duties proposed in the so-called popgun bills presented 
to the Senate by the majority during the second session of the 
present Congress reflect th~ trend of the jlepubli~an mind in 
the direction of higher protection, we may expect that the rates 
of the promised general revision of the tariff now in process of 
incubation in another Chamber will be the highest protective 
duties ever proposed in this or any other country with the 
exception of China during the .dark centuries of her isolation. 
But while the proposed general revision will undoubtedly be u 
distinctively protective tariff measure, it will not, we are tolU, 
as is the case in the pending bill, be framed in avowed disre
gard· of the revenue requirements of the Government. On the 
contrary, we are advised that it will be framed with a view to 
raising between five hundrec million and a billion dollars in 
revenue. Of course, that can not be accomplished if the duties 
are made prohibitive or nearly prohibitive as are many in the 
pending bill, unless the free list is abolished and the burdens 
of the Government laid upon the necessaries of life ; and, of 
course, the leadership of the Republican Party is too shrewd to 
go too far in that direction. 

Mr. President, I mean no offense to those Democrats who in
tenu to vote for this bill-and I know there nre some who do 
intend to vote for it-when I say that if u Democrat votes for 
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the prohibitive duties in this ·bill, imposed without reference to 
revenue and for the a vo"'ed purpose of increasing domestic 
prices, he will find himself in an extremely embarra'Ssing pre-_ , 
dicament a little later on when called upon to vote upon the 
general tariff bill to which I have just referred. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that no Democrat and, I think, 
110 Republican can justify a yote for 1Jlis bill except upon the 
assumption that the tariff has been and is the cause of the 
present distressing condition of agriculture in this country and 
that the great slump which has taken place in the ,price of ·, 
practically all unmonopolized products, including thOse of agri· 
cultme, in recent months, not only in the United States but 
throughout the civilized world, has been and is the result of 
tariffs, and that this situation can be relieYed by remedial 
•tariff legislation. Frankly, I can not understand how any in
telligent man at all familiar with the situation and the effect 
of tariffs can arrive at such a conclusion. 
~e bill, therefore, to my milld, presents three questions for 

debate: 
First, ·are the ·importations under existing · tariffs the cause 

of the slump in the price of agricultural products embraced :in 
this bill ; and if so, will the duties prescribed by this bill mate
rially and substantially remedy the situation by raising the 
.price of these commodities in the domestic market? 

Second, can the taxing powers of the Government be legi i
mately used for purposes ·of enhancing the price of dc:>mestic 
products? 

And, third, will not the reflex action of the application of this 
"'SUpposed remedy be more harmful in its {!:ffects upon our inter
rnational trade relations and upon the domestic c-onsumer o.f 
1hese commodities than the prospective benefits that may be 
secured to the domestic producers of ,these products? 

1\Ir. President, I -have made these general observations for 
the purpose t>f making clear from my -viewpoint the -real issues 
involved in this })roposea legislation from both a political and 1 

an economic standpoint. It is a common practice, not only in 
leg.islation but in the courts of the country, to seek sometimes 
-to becloud the real issue involved in a controversy by a dis
cussion of extraneous and immaterial .and collateral matters, 
or by an exaggeration of conditions out of which the contro
versy arises with a :view to prejudicing the decision of the real 
question involved in the case. We have heard and we will hear 
more .discussion and ·declamation in this debate with reference 
to the condition of the farmer and his need, 'his urgent need, 
for some sort of relief. Nobody raises any question about the 
condition of the farmers of this country. 

It is said that the farmer is in a desperate plight. Everybody 
concedes t11at. It is said that he has lost money upon his last 
year's crop. ·Everybody admits that. It is said that he is 
forced by present market conditions to dispose of his products 
of last year, raised at peak war prices, at less than the cost of 
production. Everybody admits that. It is said that his price 
has slumped out of proportion to other prices. Everybody .con-· 
cedes that; but that is not the controversy. Those things are 
all admitted and conceded. The real issue involved in this · 
legislation is whether tllis deplorable condition, this desperate 
plight in which the farmer-s of this country find themselves 
to-day, has been brought about by the importations of foreign 
products into this market, to be sold in competition with the 
American farmers' products; and if so, are the conditions of 
'production in this country such that the imposition of a .high 
protective tariff, even to the point of prohibition or to the 
point of embargo, will relieve against that condition? 

Mr. President, I Clo not think that the condition of the farmer 
fs due, and I do not think it can be shown to be due, to importa
tions; and I belieYe that a full discussion of this question as 
it applies to tl1e various items in this bill will show that this 
condition has not been in any material way affected by im
l>Ortations or, if it has been, that the production conditions of 
this country are such that the ta:ri:ff could not possibly help it. 

In considering this question, however, it is yery material to 
inquire \Yhethcr the farmer is in any worse condition that pos
sibly could be ascribed to the tariff than the balance of the 
business of the country. I concede, everybody admits, that the 
slump in agricultural prices has be-en somewbat out of pro
portion to the slump in the prices of other products; but there 
is no product produced in this country, un1ess it is under con
trol of a monopoly with irresistible power to increase its ·pxices 
or maintain its prices, that has not been affected with the same 
trouble with which the iarmers are afflicted. If affected in Jess 
degree, the rea:;on for lthe difference is very clear. The -farmers, 
by reason of their great numbers, are not able, and despite 
many efforts in the past have not been able, by concert of 
action, by associations, by combinations, by ·organizations, to 
protect tliemsel.ves against a situation of 'this sort as :have 'the 

other industries of the ·country, most of which ·a.re in some sort 
of association, some -sort of concert of purpose, some sort of 
gentlemen's agreement, or some sort of combination that en
ables them to offer _greater resistance to depression and to 
better protect themselves in the maintenance of their prices. 

If the farmer has been first hit and hardest hit-and un
doubtedly he has been-it is because he ·offered the 'least resist
ance; and a movement of this sort always moves upon lines 
·of least resistance. If the others have been able to maintain 
their prices to :some extent, "to a greater extent than he, it is 
because they ha\e been in n position that enabled them to 
offer the greater resistnnce. Outside of the influence of .these 
considerations UPOn prices, it may be truthfully ·said that the 
other business interests of the country not monopolized--! 
wish that modification ·always to be included in my remarks-
have suffered from a like depreciation in the prices of their 
products. 

Now, Mr. President, if it be true that we hU'\e had in this 
CDuntry during the last five or six months a general slump in 
prices that has not been confined to agriculture, but has ex
tended j:o every product of the country, :without Teference to 
whether or not that product is protected against importations; 
if the condition is general, universal, subject only to the excep
tion of monopoly and it-s influence, how can it be said that the 
disaster which has come upon the farmer along with the bal
ance of ·the country is ·due to the fact that there have been im
portations into this country to some slight extent of the things 
which he produces? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I ruh the Senator would not break into my 

a1·gument. I will yield Jater on. 
.1\fr . .KELLOGG. Very well. 
l\1r. SIMMONS. Now, lllr. P1·esident, let us carry that argu

ment a bit further. Is the condition which we find obtaining in 
the United States to-day confined to this country? Are these 
conditions exceptional in this country? There is not a Senator 
here who ·does not know that they are not confined to this coun
try. There is not a Senator here who does not know that :the 
same conditions which confront us, which confront agriculture 
and a1flict the farmer to-day, obtain in all the leading countries 
of South America; that there the farmer's prices have suffere<l 
as _grievous a slump as they have here; that ·there is 1:he same 
stagnation in business in those .countries as there is here. 

The difference between conditions in this country and in .other 
count-ries of this hemisphere in this respect is that conditions 
there are worse than they are here. But do not the same C!O.D· 
ditions which prevail here, and in South America, and in Can
ada, right across the .lJorder, prevail throughout the world to
day, and is it not a fact that there has been just as great, just 
as radical, and just as £evere a decline in the price of agricul
tural and other products in Great Britain, in France, in Italy, 
and in all the countries of Europe, as there has been in -the 
countries of this hemisphere? 

Mr. President, the only difference, I think, is a difference in 
our favor, by reason of the fact that we are in a better con
dition to protect ourselves in the world situation which exists, 
because of the fact that the American dollar is at a premium 
us compared with the currencies. of other countries. This fact 
has enabled us to protect ourselYes to an extent that ll.as ·not 
been possible with the other countries of the world. There is ·a 
difference in the degree of the depreciation of prices here aml 
elsewhere, but that difference is in our favor, and not against us. 

This slump in prices is universal throughout ·the world, with
out regard to differing tariff conditions which obtain in the 
different countries. 

It applies with equal force to countries upon a low-t:uiff, a 
protective-tariff, or a free-trade basis, and that being true, it is 
impossible to logically or consistently contend that this slmnp 
is the result of importn.tions from foreign countries. 

I want to go back to this line of discussion a little later, but 
right now let me say that the next question which arises is, 
If we should find that _pl'evailing low prices in this coun
try are catlsed by importations, and that the_y can be rai ed 
by placing a bar in the future against those importations, 
can we, for the sole nnd exclusive purpose of raising ·the 
1Jrice of domestic products-not for the purpose of protect
ing them against a disastrous influx of foreign goods, not for 
the purpose of bringing about competitive conditions between 
foreign goods and _;\.merican goods, not "for th~e 'PUrpose of 
protectirig this market against the disastrous and ruinous inun
dation of cheap foreign products, ·but for the purpose and the 
sole purpose of raising the prices of domestic products-justify 
ourselves in invoking the powers of i..'l:Xation, especially in view 
of the ..:fact .that the _pric.e of a product can not be -raised by 
taxation without increasing the price the consumer must pay'? 
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I If the tax iS levied SOlely and- eXclUSively for fue purpose Of · 
raisi!lg the price of the product in the domestic market, is that 
not, by legislation, putting money into the pocket of the pro
durer and forcing it out of the pocket of the consumer? Is it 
not an indireet way of confiscating the property of the one man 
to increase the profits of another man? 

1\IJ', President, I say that we can not justify such a use of the 
powers of taxation. I know perfectly well that we can justify 
anything from a constitutional standpoint in the imposition of 
taxes under the decisions of the Supreme Court. The question 
whether a tax is constitutional or unconstitutional does not seem 
to be a question of law any longer in this country. It is purely 
a question which addres es itself to the conscience or..the judg
ment of the legislative branch of the Government. But can we 
affo1·d to so stretch our legislati\e conscience, stultify our judg
ment, and suppress our instincts of justice and right between 
man and man as to pass an act for the deliberate hnd avowed 
purpose of taking money out of one man's pocket and putting it 
into the pocket of somebody else, simply because that somebody 
else happens to be in a condition of distress? 

Mr. President, there is another view to be take of this 
matter. 

If it shall be decided that imposing a duty upon the importa
tions of like products into this country will lift the prices of 
those product , and we shall adopt and so extend that iuea 
as to inaugurate a policy of international discrimination, a 
policy of prohibition, a policy of excluding, practically, as ef
fectiYely as by embargo, the main products which other coun
tries send here, especially at a time when foreign countries are 
utterly unable to buy our goods except by the process of ex
change, when they have no gold to pay us in that metal, when 
our dollar is at a premium evel'ywhere in the _worlu, when they 
haw• no credit \Yith which to borrow in this country, when their 
sole hope of buying our products, which they so much need, 
depends upon our buying tbeil' products and taking them in ex
change, is there anybody who will deny that uch a policy of 
legislation must inevitably lead to international retaliation? 

What will our frieuds in Canada think of it? Last year we 
imported from them $46,000,000 worth of vegetable products, 
and that quantity includes wheat, corn, nnd products of that 
sort. We sold them, I think, about a hundred and sixty-odd 
million dollars' worth of similar products. How will that coun
try take it if we shut out our importations from Canada of these 
products by prohibitive duties? 

The same argument that appli~s to Canada applies with- the 
same force to other countries in the world. How will they 
look at it? What will be the effect of such a policy upon the 
nations of the world, especially in view of the fact that the 
balance of the world is not in a very good frame of mind to
ward the United States just at this time; iu view of the fact 
that many of these nations think we are not doing our duty in 
the present worl<l situation; in view of the fact that they think 
we have deserted them in their misfortunes and their extremity; 
in view of the fact that we have piled up here during the war, 
dra•Yn from other countries, one-half of all the gold supply of 
the world; in view of the fact that we haYe developed an export 
trade amounting 'during the war to as high as $4.000,000,000 in 
om; favor over our imports; and even under the conditions 
which now exi t, all adverse to our export trade, we still are 
drawing from the balance of the world $3,000,000,000 every 
year more than we pay them, e\en at their present rate of im
ports. 

l\Ir. GRONNA. l\11'. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RoBIN so in the chair). 

Does the Senator from 'orth Carolina yield to the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

1\lr. Sll\11\IONS. Just let me finish this, and then I will yield. 
'Vith the world mind somewhat resentful toward us, some

what inflamed against us, do you not think, Senators, that if 
we shall inaugurate the policy which would be inaugurated 
under this bill, expand it, advance it, enlarge · it, and develop 
it, as you probably will, in the general revision to take place 
a little bit later, that we are likely to excite in the countries 
of the world not only a spirit of retaliation but a spirit of hos
tility, which may do this country, in its trade relations, in its 
general political relations, its · industrial relations, and its 
economc relations with the world, infinite and incalculable 
harm? 

l\Ir. GRONNA. 1\lr. Pr~sident, may I interrupt the Senato1· 
with a question? 

l\Ir. Sil\11\IONS. I would beg that the Senator, if he can, 
postpone this question until I conclude. 

l\11·. GRONNA. I do not wish to disturb the Senator. 
. Ir. SIMMONS. I have a line of argument in mind from 

which I do not wish to be diverted. 

--
1\fr. GRONN.A.. The Senator called attention to the fact that 

some $160,000~000 of vegetable pl'oducts were exported. I 
wanted to know if the Senator really meant that? 

1\lr. Sil\fl\!OXS. I have before me the statement of exports 
and imports of vegetable products to and from Canada. We 
exported to Canada of vegetable products $184,000,000 instead 
of $160,000,000, as I sa_id, and we imported from Canada of 
vegetable products $46,000,000. The Senator will find that-· 
statement in the tablf'.s of commerce under vegetable products, 

·which includes wheat, corn, oats, and all those things. 
l\1r. 1\lcCUl\IBER. And tobacco? 
1\lr. Sll\.f..MONS. It includes exports of about $400,000 of un

manufactured tobacco. It is quite a long list. 
l\Ir. KELLOGG. It is fair to say, if tbe Senatol' will permit 

me, that be probably includes all products which are sent to 
Canada, and from Canada to foreign countries. We export a 
great deal through Canada to foreign .countries. 

l\1r. Sll\1l\10NS. This is not the first time I have heard thnt 
statement m.ade, but I tl1ink, as a matter of fact, that in re
cent years the bulk of Canadian wheat sold in Europe was 
shipped through the United States. I do not think that any 
considerable amount of these Yegetable exports to Canada were 
for reexport to foreign countries. 

1\lr. President, I desire to confine my di cus ion to a consid
eration of what I believe to be the factors that enter into the 
determination of whether the proposed duties can help, and if 
they can help whether the situation ju tifies the exercise of the 
powers of taxation to bestow that benefit in· the way proposed. 

I have no disposition whatever to delay action upon the 
bill ~me minnte bPyon(l the time neces~;ary for fair and full 
discussion. I believe that any Senator here will say, if be will 
examine the bill nod take account of the sundry important 
propo;-itions contained in it, that it ought not, upon a:ny pretense 
of emergency, to be rammed down the throats of Senators or 
to be precipitately driven through this body without giving 
full opportunity for discussion. Not only the Senators at'e in
terested in having the facts in the matter brought out, not only 
are the two parties in the counh·y interested in having the facts 
in the matter brought out, but the 105,000,000 people whom we 
represent, and whose intere, tg will be profoundly affected by 
the propo ed legislation, for better or for '"orse, are sufficiently 
interested in the matter to make it our duty not to try to stifle 
disco sion, but to invite such discussion a is calculated to 
enlighten the minds of Senn.tOTS and of the people with refer
ence to the merits of the proposition. 

Having that object in view, I shall try to con.tlne my discus
sion her ·after to the provisions of the bill . I have made these 
general observations because I think it is very well to under
stand the. fundamentals of the proposition before going into the 
details of the concrete phases of it. I hall hereafter confine 
my disco ion of the matter to the different items in the bill and 
attempt to analyze as best I can the facts with reference to 
them and to pt· sent them to the Senate and to the country for 
unbiased judgment in the hope of fair and intelligent action on 
the part of the Senate with reference to them. The only one 
of the items that has been under discussion up to this time is 
that of wheat. and I wi ·h to give some consideration· to that and 
only to that item to-day. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 1\.fcCuMDER], who iS, 
after the chairman, the ranking Republican upon the Finan(!e 
Committee, and who is largely spon or for the legislation and 
for the item with reference to wheat, has contended that the 
slump which bas taken place in the price of wheat is the result, 
in a large measure at least, of importations from Canada during 
the last crop year and especially during the three months imme
diately preceuing the beginning of this year. 

What is the wheat situation as compared to the situation of 
other things in the country? During the last crop year. which 
began last Jnly, we 11roduced in this country-and the Senator· 
from North D:1kota admitted it yesterday, I belie\e--750,000,000 
bushels of wheat. According to tbe report of the Tariff Com
mission with r £pect to wheat, our importations from Canada 
of last year's wheat crop amounted to only 25,000,000 bushels 
to December 23, 1920. • 

Mr. l\lcCUlUBER l\lay I ask where the Senator got that 
statement of only 25,000,000 bushels being imported? 

l\Ir. S11\IMONS. I got that statement from the 'l'ariff Com-
mission's report. 

1\Ir. 1\lQCUl\IllER 1 got it fl'om the commisf'iion but a shmt 
time ago and from the departments here, nnd up to nbout the 
middle of December it had run up to 58,000,000 bushels. 

l\Ir. ,SIM.l\I.ONS. I am speaking about e:A-ports to thi count-ry. 
I · shall have no difficulty, I think, in that matter. Here is what 

. the Tariff Commission says : 
Exportable surplus of the United States for the crop of 192o-
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Referring to wheat-

has been generally estimated to be from 200,000,000-

Tbat is what the Senator said yesterday-
to 225,000,000 bushels but during the first half of the crop year-July 
1 to Decemi.H~r 23, 1920, inclusive--there was exported fully 203,000,000 
bushels of wheat and its equivalent in flour. Official figures for July 1 
to November 30, inclusive, report exports of 175,000,000 bushels of 
wheat and wheat in the form of flour. Bradstreet estimates the ex
ports during December 1 to 23, inclusive, at approximately 28,000,000 
bushels of wheat and flour; and commercial sources report further 
heavy export buying toward the close of December for shipment in the 
following month. 

From the table of imports and exports of wheat and from commercial 
estimates for the early part of December, it appears that American 
exports have been, roughly, 200,000,000 bushels since July 1, 1920, 
whereas the imports, chiefly from Canada, have been about 25,000,000 
bushels in fhe same period. 

That is the report of the commission. Now, with this enor
mous crop of 750,000,000 bushels, with exports reaching during 
the first six months of the crop year 200,000,000 bushels, can 
anyone believe for a minute that the importation of 25,000,000 
bushels from across the border of Canada can have materially 
affected the price of wheat in this country or in any ·way 
accounted for the slump in the price of wheat in this country? 

But, 1\Ir. President, let us see about corn. 
Mr. GRONKA. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield t the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I yield. 
Mr. GRONNA. Before the Senator leaves the discussion of 

wheat, while I do not like to interrupt him and I shall not in
terrupt him if it distuTbs bim--

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall be glad to answer any question after 
I conclude. 

Mr. GRONNA. But this is such an important question-
Mr. SIMMONS. Very well; I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GRONNA. And I know the Senator wishes to have his 

figures correct. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do. 
Mr. GRONNA. How can anyone argue that we have 200,000,-

000 bushels or more of wheat to export when everybody Imows 
that last year's crop amounted to but 750,000,000 bushels. It is 
admitted by everybody that lt requires 5 bushels of wheat per 
capita. and as we have 105,000,000 people that ·means we must 
have 525,000,000 bushels of wheat for bread; we must also have 
90,000,000 bushels of wheat for seed; there is a shrinkage of 
10 per cent, 75,000,000 bushels of wheat, so that the deductions 
amount to 690,000,000 bushels. . Now, deduct that from 750,-
000,000 bushels of wheat and where can one possibly get the 
200,000,000 lmshels for export to which the Senator from North 
Carolina refers? 

However, let me say to the Senator, if he will pardon me, that 
the wheat which is shipped from Canada· to milling centers and 
is in transit for the purpose of being manufactured is not re
garded as imported wheat, because that wheat is exported to 
England or to other countries. I say, without the fear of suc
cessful contradiction, that if the Tariff Board has made such 
a report-which, of course, I am ·sure it has, as the Senator 
bas read from it-the report; is entirely misleading. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the reports on foreign trade 
statistics include the exports only to November; but they show, 
as I recollect, the export of 176,000,000 bushels of wheat up to 
the 1st of December. The report which has been made by the 
commission only claims that 175,000,000 bushels of whe"at were 
exported up to that time, and adds that the statistics up to the 
23d of December showed 28,000,000 bushels in addition to that, 
making 203,000,000 bushels. 

Ho:wever, I thank the Senator for the words he has "uttered, 
because what he has said enormously fortifies the argument 
which I have been making. The Senator asks how can anybody 
claim, with a crop of wheat of only 750,000,000 bushels, con
sidering the requirements of the domestic market, that we could 
export the amount of wheat which I have stated we exported. 
l\1r. President, the fact remains that we have exported it; arid if 
the conditions did not justify the exportation, and if, after the 
exportation, there is a deficiency in the markets of America, 
does not the Senator know that we must get the wheat to cover 
that deficiency of supply from somewhere else, and that in get
ting the wheat to cover that deficiency of supply we do not 
depress the market for the domestic product? 

Mr. GRONNA. Where the Senator from North Carolina 
makes the mistake is that he includes Canadian wheat which is 
shipped through this country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, no; the reports of the Department of 
Commerce do not show that. Whatever exports go through this 
country from Canada are not included in the tables of our im
ports from Canada nor in our exports of domestic merchandise! 
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I The Senator from. North Dakota must know that. I know that, 
if the Senator from North Dakota does not know it. 

l\b. GRONNA. The Senator from North Dakota knows that 
the United States of America bas not exported 200,000,000 bush· 
els of American wheat during the current year. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say we had exported that much 
American wheat, because if we hau exported that much Ameri· 
can wheat, I say, as the Senator has said, it would have been 
accomplished by drawing on the domestic supply. 

I agree with the Senator from North Dakota. We exported 
during the first half of the crop year, up to January 1, an 
amount of wheat equal to the amount of our exportable surplus 
wheat, because, on the basis of last year's crop, we ,.only had 
an exportable surplus of 200,000,000 bushels. 

Mr. GRONNA. Oh, no. 
Mr. SIMMONS. '£he Senator from North Dakota stated that 

on yesterday. 
Mr. GRONNA. My colleague stated it. 
Mr. SIID.IONS. That is what I mean; the Senator's colleague 

[Mr. McCUMBER] stated it. 
Mr. GRONNA. That amount will have to include the carry 

over. Does the Senator from North Carolina mean to say that 
we are going to export every surplus bushel that we ha,.ye pro
duced and every bushel that we carried over from last year? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The senior Senator from North Dakota said on 
yesterday that the amount of our exportable surplus wheat was 
200,000,000 bushels. I say that we exported that much and a 
little bit more than that during the first six months of the crop 
year when ordinarily we have unexported about 60 per cent of 
the exportable surplus at the time I have indicated. The re
mainder is ordinarily exported afterwards. 

Now, Mr. President, if we have already exported all of our 
surplus wheat and still have reached only 'halfway of the crop 
year, we have got to stop all expor-tation of wheat during this 
crop year, unless we increase our imports, or further draw 
upon the domestic supply and thereby cause a scarcity •)f 
wheat in the American market, from which market the needs of 
the American people are supplied. The Senator contends that if 
we have exported 200,000,000 bushels we have already passed 
that point. If we have passed that point, I say to the Senator, 
instead of standing here seeking to put up bars against the 
importation of wheat into this country, he ought to be endeavor
ing to mn_ke the way easier for the importation of wheat to 
supply the demand of consumers in this country of that in-
dispensable product. · 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, will the Senator yield further 
for a question? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. GRONNA. I have given this subject some thought. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I also have given it sol_Ile thought. 
Mr. GRONNA. I know the Senator has; but I can not recon

cile the figures which I have gone over and which have been fur
nished me by the various departments, based upon the crop 
production, with the figures presented by the Senator. I will 
say to the Senator that I wish to be fair. I think there was 
an estimate made by the Agricultural Department during the 
month of December that the production of wheat in the United 
States ·for the year 1920 was nearly 790,000,000 b1.:shels. They 
found that there was a little more than the first estimate of 
750,000,000 bushels; to be accurate, that the crop produced in 
the United States in 1920 amounted to 789,800,000 bushels I 
believe. If we have the same carry over-and it has been stated 
by the very best of authority that it is exceedingly dangerous 
for us to have a carry over of less than from 50,000,000 to 
75,000,000 bushels; and it is practically impossible, I will say 
to the Senator, for us to sell any closer than that--

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, no, Mr. President, it is not impossible 
for us to sell it all, but then we would deprive ourselves if we 
did so. 

Mr. GRONNA. I am speaking of the ordinary course of 
business. With a crop of 790,000,000 bushels we could not 
possibly export to exceed 100,000,000 bushels, because the re
mainder would be required for bread. 

Mr. Sll\1MONS. The Senator ought to qualify that state
ment. One hundred million bushels is too low; but we could 
not export 200,000,000 bushels without any importations into 
this country without, to some extent, reducing tbe nece~sary 
supply for the people of this country. That is what I say we 
have been doing; I say the 25,000,000 bushels of wheat which 
have been brought over here constitute a part of that 200,000,-
000 bushels which we have sent ·abroad; and when that 
25,000,000 bushels are deducted it is plain that the withdrawals 
from the domestic crop for the export trade were only 175,· 
000,000 bushels~ 
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1\Ir. GRONNA. -I understand that we have imported wheat 
not only from Canada, but we have imported wheat from Ar
gentina. 

Mr. SniMONS. Oh. Mr. President, we have imported prac
tically none from Argentina this year. 

l\Ir. GRONNA. I wish to say that I am quite sure that it 
can be shown that _more than 25,000,000 bushels of wheat have 
been imported into this country from Canada, not fm· our 
use, but, as the term is used, "milled in transit" and ex
ported from this country. 

1\lr. SIMMONS. Yes, Mr. President, and if, instead of 
25,000,000 bushels there had been imported 50,000,000 bushels, 
in new of the conditions, the shortness of our crop and our 
large e~orts, that would not ha\e affected the market one 
particle; because it would not have left more than enough, if 

· t-nough, to supply the domestic demand. 
But how can those comparatively small importations under 

any circumstances affect the price? If the contention of the 
senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. l\IcCu:Ml3ER] is cor
rect-in the argument-that the 25,000,000 imp01i: bushels 
added to our 750,000,000 bushels production is responsible for 
the slump which has taken place. suppose we had made this 
year, instead of a short crop, a big crop, we would ha \e had a 
bigget: slump, would we not? 

Upon the argument of the Senator from North Dakota, if 
this year under present conditions the State of Kansas had 
~1ade a better crop _than it did, if it had produced 25,000,000 
more bushels of wheat than -it did produce, then that would have 
brought about a slump, because it can not make any difference in 
the effect upon this situation from a tariff standpoint whether 
the 25,000,000 bushels added to the domestic supply came from 
abroad or came as the result of an increased crop produced in 
any part of our own country. In other words, if the addition 
of 25,000,000 bushels of wheat to our domestic stock from Oan
ada has caused a slump in the price of wheat in this country, 
would not an increase in production in North Dakota of 25,-
0()(1,000 or 50,000,000 bushels more than was actually produce<l 
can e a greater slump in the price of wheat in this country? 
Therefore, if this year we had maoe as much as we did in the 
crop rear preceding, amounting' to something over 900,000,000 
bushels, to-day, according to that contention, the price of wheat 
would have been at bottom instead of selling for the -price which 
it i now bringing. • _ 

But, 1\fr. President, how about corn? We made last year 
over 3,000,000,000 bushels of corn in this country. Does any
body contend that the importations of corn into this country 
have affected the corn market? And yet the fact is iiidisputable 
that the slump in the price of corn in this country has been very 
much greater than the slump in the price of wheat. Last year · 
we were buying corn at this season of the year for .from about 
$9 to $11 a barrel, I thi.nk. To-day corn is selling even in the 
retail markets at about $4.50. There have been no importa
tions of corn that ·amount to ·anything. A few years ago we 
begP.:n buying a few million bushels from Argentina, but not in 
competition with the corn of this country, because the Argen
tine corn imported was not fit for human food, and I think but 
to a 1ittle extent for a.nim.al feed. It was used, and imported to 
be u ed, in the manufacture of starches ; but even that has 
been much reduced. No country in the world is sending us 
con:. in any considerable amount, yet this bill propoaes to put 
a duty upon imports <Of corn; and notwithstanding that there 
are practicallY no imports of corn, that there is nothing in the 
condition of our international trade in corn that affects its 
vn.lue, corn has ·slumped in value, I should say • .33! per cent 
more than wheat. Under those ·ctrcumstances, the slump must 
be due to something beside the tariff. 

The same thing is true with regard to tobacco. In my section 
of the country, and most of the South outside of Florida, we do 
not import one pound of tobacco that is sold or can be sold in 
competition with the tobacco products of that great section of 
the country, or the importation of which into this country 
could po sibly affect the market ·price of tobacco grown in that 
section of the country. Not a dollar's worth of such tobacco 
has been imported or could ·be imported, though there was :ilo 
tariff, because it is not produced to any great extent in other 
part of the earth; and yet, Mr. President, with no importa
tion into this country of that product the price of this tobacco 
has fallen from an a \erage of 54 cents a pound to an average 
of Ie s than 20 cents a pound. 

How are we goin~ to account for that slump? If the 
slnmp in wheat i due to this 23,000,000 of importations, 
whut bas caused the slump in corn and in tobacco, equally 
staple agricultural product , the sh~p in which has been mu.ch 
greater than in wheat? Is it not more reasonable, do not all 
the circumsta-nce point unmi takably to the fact, that this 
slump is not due to these importations and has not its genesis 

in them; that the small imports of these products do not affect 
the price at all; and therefore that tariff barriers will do no 
good? What good will a tariff barrier on corn in this country 
do to the corn producer when practically none is now_ brought 
in, none is likely to be brought in, and if brought in could not 
be imported in sufficient quantities to affect materially the price 
of a 3,000,000,000-bushel crop? 

·why should we wish to put a tariff on corn? 'Vhat good 
can it do? However high jOU make it, you can not make it so 
high that it will be a more effective embargo than that which 
now exists. You know it. Every Republican Senator over 
there has sufficient intelligence to know that; and yet we see 
here an effort to mislead the distressed, the grievously affilcted 
corn farmers of this country into the belief that the party in 
power is diligently at work preparing a measure that will 
increase the price of corn by putting a duty of 15 cents a bushel 
on corn imported into this country ! 

The ·same argument .applies to cotton, but I ha\e no disposi
tion to follow that line of argument to its logical conclusion. 

But the Senator say that the bulk of these imports of wheat 
have come in during the last three months, since the decline in 
wheat began, and in that way he seeks to bring it into relation 
with the decline. I have here the Tariff Commission's report 
upon that. This report is just out. It is brought up to the 
present time. It says: 

Canadian wheat did not come on the market until about September 1, 
but the price decline had set in some months previously i from n high 
point of $3.15 per ~ushel on June 1, the pri~e declineu to $2.65 on 
August 20. 

A decline of .50 cents a bushel in the price of wheat before 
these extravagant importations began that the Senator speaks 
about. As a matter of fact, the importations up to that time 
had been absolutely negligible. The importations ·during the 
three months to which the Senator alludes were not very 
heavy. Compared with the exports during those three months, 
they were exceedin~ly light. 

The imports during this period-September, October, and No
vember last-were 9,000,000 bushels a month for the last two 
months, and very much less than that for the nreceding month. 
During that period the exports \ery. greatly exceeded the im
ports ; but, Mr. President, taking< the entire imports for these 
three months and comparing them with those for · the same 
three months of last year, we find that the total increase in im
ports was only 20,000,000 bushels of wheat, and that the total 
imports were 21,000,000 bushels of wheat. The increase in ex
ports during that period was 46,000,000 bushels of wheat as 
against 20,000,000 bushels, and the total exporttt. during that 
three months were 92,000,000 bushels as against onl 21.,000,000 
bushels of imports. 

In view of the fact that during these three months of the year, 
when four-fifths of the wheat which we expect to get from Can
ada, came in, the exports exceeded the imports to the extent of 
71,000,000 bushels, is it not ridiculous to say that those imports 
-produced a depreciation in the price of wheat in this country? 

But that is not the main argument on which the Senator 
from North Dakota placed his reliance. The basis of the 
Senator's argument was that these imports ii·om Canada 
brought upon the markets of this country a lower-priced product 
than that which we produce here. 

Mr. President, there have been but few times when the price 
of wheat in Canada has not equaled the price of wheat in this 
country. There has been, on account of similarity in climatic 
conditions and -population and labor in tho e ections, but little 
difference in the cost of production of wheat in Cn.nn.da .nnd in 
the United States. This is not a case, and can not be made a 
case, of an influx of cheap products into this country, inundat
ing the American market, and destroying the value of the do
mestic product. There is no element of that character in this 
case. During the three-months period, when the Senator from 
North Dakota said that this wheat was coming here in mighty 
\othme, but which we find upon examination meant only about 
9,000,000 bushels a month, 'fiS against from twenty to twenty-five 
million bushels per month exported, I am prepared to how by 
official figures that during that very ·period, those \ery identical 
months, when he contended that these relatively cheaper prod
ucts were being brought in here, Canada depressing the price 
of the domestic product, wheat was selling in the Canadian 
market at about the same figure that it was selling here. 

But the Senator say that does not take into account the dif
ference in exchange, which is \ery much in favor of the 
Canadian price. The figures which I propose to present to the 
Senate do take into account the difference in exchange between 
±he two countries. Eliminating that, during those two or three 
months wheat in Canada was very considerably higher than 
wheat in this country; but after you apply that depreciation and 
convert the Canadian price into American dollars, the price was 
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practically the same. I have the statistics here, but for the 

· purposes of this demonstration I shall take the figures given by 
the Tariff Commission for the very purpose of showing that 
there was no difference. They are found in Table 5. 

It is preceded by this statement: 
It is often assumed that .American purchasers get the full advantage 

of the exchan~e rates when the American dollar is at a premium. This 
by no means follows, however, in every case. From Table 5, appended 
below1 it is seen that the Winnipeg price of wheat converted into 
.Amencan money is almost the same as that for similar wheat in Minne
apolis. 

Now let us turn to that table, Mr. President, and I wish to 
ask that this table be inserted as an appendix to my remarks. 
[See appendix.] I shall not undertake to read these figures, but 
you may take each one of these months. It begins with Sep
tember, the month when the Senator said this flood of impor
tations began. It takes in October, the month in which be said 
this movement gained great impetus. You may take November, 
the month in which be said it reached its flood, and you may 
compare, and Senators will see that in the prices of wheat in 
Winnipeg on the identical days in September, in October, and in 
November, after those prices were converted into United States 
currency at the prevailing rate of exchange, there was prac
tically no difference-some days the Canadian product was a 
little bit higher than the American, and some days the Amer
ican product was a little bit higher than the Canadian; but the 
variation was only a cent or two per bushel. 

:Mr. President, I had intended further to elaborate this argu
ment. I undertake to say that anybody who is familiar with 
the facts relating o the different commodities in this bill can 
take this bill and show that, with the exception possibly of 
sugar and possibly of a certaiu ;rade of cotton and perhaps 
certain meat products, there is no practical relation between 
the price of these products in this country and the extent or 
amount of importations of like foreign products; that what
ever disaster has come to the producers of these several prod
ucts by a decline in the prices below the cost of production, 
must be attributed to conditions with which most intelligent 
men are very familiar, which apply here as they apply every
where throughout the world, that this disastrous condition can 
not be attributed to imports under any particular rate of tariff. 

Mr. President, I desire to put in the RECORD some most illum
inating facts presented in the report of the Tariff Commission. 
The Congress in recent years, proceeding upon an expressed de
sire coming generally from the people of the country, and 
acquiesced in on both sides of this _Chamber and on both sides 
of the House of Representatives, passed a law creating a 
Tariff Commission; upon the theory that the tariff, as far as 
practicable, should be lifted out of politics, and that if tariff 
duties were to be levied according to any political theory they 
ought to at lealiit be levied after a full and thorough investiga
tion and ascertainment of the facts and a report from an expert 
commission. 

We created that commission, and it is genera1ly known that 
during the period of the war, and until recently since the war, 
the members of this board of experts have been giving their 
time to a diligent study and investigation of the facts relating 
to tariffs upon the various principal items which we treat in 
our tariff measures. Their investigations have been long; they 
have been intensive and they have been thorough. We have 
from them already reports on many subjects, and especially, 
Mr. President, we have their reports on nearly all the different 
commodities mentioned in this bill. 

Those reports have been available for some time, and yet 
it is a significant. fact that in the Committee on Finance 
when this important measure was under consideration, when 
that committee was fixing rates affecting these important prod-

' ucts-wheat, meat, flour, wool, woolen goods, cotton goods, and 
sugar-not ·a single member of that committee representing tlte 
Republican majority referred once to any. of the reports or find
ings of that commission. 

In these debates, as far as they have progressed, not one 
word bas been said about the commission's report. We have 
had a speech from the Senator from North Dakota [1\fr. Mc
CUMBER], lasting nearly an hour and three-quarters, upon the 
wheat item in the bill, and yet not a line, not a syllable, 
from the report of the commission. It is not to be assumed 
that he has not read it. If there had been any grain of com
fort in it for the theories and conte_ntions be advances here, he 
undoubtedly would have exploited the commission's report 
before the Senate and before the country. Not a line from it 
did he read, and not a line, Mr. President, will any of the pro
ponents of this bill read from it when they come to consider the 
other items in this )Jill, because I undertake to say, after a 
pretty thorough investigation of these reports upon these vari
ous items, that the duties which it is sought to impose by this 
bill find ·emphatic condemnation therein, and tllose reports show 

the utter lack of necessity for these proposed duties, the de
structive effect of them, and expose the fraud and pretense 
which lie behind, which permeate, and which inspire this 
vicious and pernicious proposition of tariff legislation. 

Speaking about wheat, I will not read the statement as to 
exports of wheat, which I read a little while ago. The state
ment was that our exportable surplus of wheat for the crop year 
1920, the fiscal year 1920-21, was estimated to be two hundred 
to two hundred and, twenty-five million bushels, and that up to 
December 23 there had already been exported from this country 
203,000,000 bushels, or practically all of it. Then follows the 
statement that-

If during the remaining six months of the crop year, when normally 
about 40 per cent of the export movement occurs, the shipments con
tinue at a fraction of this rate, it is apparent that the United States 
must replace the exports by foreign wheat. .And this is precisely what 
appears to have been already in progress. • • • This serves to free 
for export approximately equivalent quantities of domestic grain and 
flour, for the most part of different classes or from sections other 
than those which absorb the imports. 

That is a recognition ·of the fundamental fact, Mr. President, 
that under conditions of that sort we can absorb imports 
greater than these, indeed several times as great as the actual 
importations from Canada, without disturbing domestic prices. 

This free movement of wheat between the United States and Canada, 
making the North .American crop a common source of supply, has certain 
demonstrable advantages. . 

Mr. President, after discussing the advantages and disad
vantages of imports from Canada, followed by exports from 
this country, and balancing the one against the other, the com
mission states its conclusions. I am reading these excerpts, 
Mr. President, because I want to get them into the RECORD. 
These reports were made for the majority party as well as for 
the minority party. They represent the findings of facts and 
the conclusions of a bi-partisan board. Senators on the other 
side will not read these reports, because the reports are against 
them and their contentions-! think, make their contentions 
ridiculous ; at least, the reports take out from under them all 
the props by which they are seeking to support themselves. 
Therefore, proponents of the bill will not read them, and if we 
are going to get them into the RECORD, we who oppose the bill 
will have to read them. They are too voluminous to put in as 
a whole, and therefore I am reading the pertin_ent excerpts. 

The report proceeds : -
The causes of the recent decline in wheat prices have been the sub

ject of an extensive investigation by the Federal Trade Commission 
and the United States Department of .Agriculture, acting under direc
tions of the President. 

Again I say it is significant that in all the arguments we have 
had about wheat and in dl the arguments we had in the com
mittee about the rates generally no Republican presented the 
reports of these investigations. The Senator who has cham~ 
pioned the cause o.f the proposed duty on wheat, although 
there was a report of two great agencies of the Government, 
in addition · to the report by the Tariff Commission, has not 
presented a word or a line from any of these reports-the re
port of the Tariff ·Commission after a thorough investigation, 
the report ' of the Federal Trade Commission after a thorough 
investigation, or the report of the Department of Agriculture 
after a thorough investigation. Not a line from any of those 
reports has been submitted to support the bill. The proponents 
of the bill will not find anything in these reports to support their 
contention, because it can not be supported by the facts. 

The report proceeds : 
, In the published summary of the report of the Federal Trade Com

mission sev~ causes are gh1n for this decline: (1) Conditions of world 
supply; (2)" concentrated governmental buying by European powers; -
(3) imports from Canada; (4) record-breaking harvests of corn and 
oats : ( 5) a decided falling off in the domestic demand for flour during 
the latter part of 1920 i (6) the general price deflation; (7) credit 
conditions. . 

Now, taking cognizance of the suggestion that the imports 
from Canada were considered in this connection, the Tariff 
Commission addresses itself to the question of the effect of the 
imports upon the price of wheat, and here is what they say: 

It is impossible precisely to determine how important an influence 
Canadian imports have exerted on the price of ·wheat in the .American 
market in recent months ; but some points in this connection may be 
indicated. 

Canadian wheat did not come on the market until about September 
1t but the price decline had set in some months previously (see Table 
5J ; from a high point of ..about $3.15 per bushel on June 1, the price 
declined to. $2.65 on August 20. 

That was at a time when the Senator from North Dakota 
says the imports were absolutely negligible and a month before 
the Senator says that the influx, of which he complains, set in. 

The report proceeds : 
It is possible that the prospect of an exceptionally large harvest in 

Canada may have been a contributing factor in this decline, but it 
should be noted that in the Pacific States, whose wheat enters into a 
somewhat distinct trade, prices also declined, although Canadian com
petition is not an important factor in Pacific maJ:kets. 
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It can not enter them because of the excessive cost of trans
portation to those markets. 

Another point that should be considered is the fact that 1n ea.ch of 
the fiscal years 1917 and 1918 there 'Wt!re imported around 25,000,000 
-bushels of wheat, almost entirely from Canada. It is true that these 
purchases wer e made by the United States Grain COrporation, with 
the understanding t hat equivalent quantities of wheat or 1lour should 
be exported. But these· imports were made to meet sect1o11al short
ages, either .of all kinds or <Of d.Liferent classes of wheat; and, being 
made at lower price levels than existed 1n the United States, might 
hav been due to commercial influences had they been free to operate. 
During these years, h~er. the import'S were without apparent effect 
because of '(!Onditions of international demand. 

Conditions which are just as influential and determining in 
the present situation as· in that. 

The imports, therefore. were somewhat .of the same character as 
tho e whieh took place in 1920. 

In addition t.o th se factors, there are others connected wit h the effect 
on priees of Canadian imports which me bro"Ught out in the tables sub
mitted below. 

Now this is important, Mr. President: 
From the tables or imports and exports of wheat and from commer

cial estimates !or the early ~rt of December, it apl)ea.rs that the Ameri
can exports have been roug . 200,000,000 bushels since. July 1, '1.920, 
whereas the imports, chiefly rom Call1lda, have been about '25,000,000 
in the same period. In normal times a preponderance of exports over 
imports as ~reat as tha.t indicated here means that American prices 
follow the mternational market tor wheat. Indeed, this is almost 
axiomatic if trade is unobstructed. Liverpool is usually the center of 
the world market and when a given country is on an exporting basiS the 
price of wheat there is usually lower than that of Liverpool by the 
amount of transportation .and other handling charges between the two 
m.arkets. 

Why, Mr. President, the Senator from North Da"kota yester
daY contended laboriously and vigorously that the price of 
wheat in this country w.as not regulated by the price of w:heat in 
I.ftverpool, which is the world market, ·which fixes the world 
price; and yet if we will think just a moment about the situa
ti.on, we shall conclude it must inevitably ,be so regulated. So 
:where a natio-n ·s upo a large export basis, as we are with ref
·erence to cotton and wheat, if the I>rice in Liverpool were not 
a little bit better than the price here, if the dealer .could not 
get t he arue or a JJ.etter price· for his product in Lkerpool than 
he could get in the markets ,of his own country, there would not 
be an,y indu('..em~ to export. 

Mr. McCUMBER. lli. President--
1\fr. SIMMONS. ~ust a moment, if the Senator please. I 

will be through in a moment. That is .so fundamentally true 
that we had 'here fur years, based upon that proposition, a 
great 'POlitical party composed of some ()f the most intelligent 
people in the coUntry, largely represented by the agrieultural 
Inter-ests of the. >C<>untry-and say what you will .about the 
farmers, I bave found them to be among the best informed 
citizens in t'he country. The agricultural class is, as ..a rule, 
better informed upon these matters than the '3.v.erage clty 
dwellers. The farmers have become readers. They have been 
readers for years. They study potiti~l question~, they study 
tariff questions, and they especially study with gr.eat scrutiny 
and ·persistence -and thoroughness questions connected with the 
market 'Prices <>f their products and the fixation of those prices. 
Yet the great party to which 'I referred maintained and .demon
strated that the prices -of our agricultural products, especially 
those of whieh we export large quantities, like cotton .and 
wheat, were fixed in the markets of the world, and that it 
was the Liverp.ool :pTice that determined it. That is .an axio
matic rule that has been accepted in this country and through
out the world. 

1\Ir. MCCUMBER. Will the Senato1· pardon an inquiry in 
that connection"/ 
Th~ PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena.tor from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator !from North Dakota? 
Mr. SIMM:ONS. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I would like to have the Senator explain · 

how it was that in one ear, I think either 1909 or 1.910, Minne
n.polis, Duluth, and Liverpool for months quoted prices that 
w<mld not range more than 3 to 4 -cents in difference between 
them, and at the -s.ame time the transpor.tatlon would amount 
to about 16 cent'S j)er bushel? lf Liverpool always .gover.:JB the 
price, why was it that during one of those years the prices were 
the same in Minneapolis as in Liverpool? 

Ir. SIMMONS. Well, Mr. President, I do not know what the 
prices were in those yea.rs, but I am .quite sure 1f fhere was 
any marked difference between the Li'Verpool price and the 
price in this country and the price throughout the world, that 
it can be expl~ined by some exceptional condition. 

Ur. McOUMBER. I will explain the exceptional conditions 
when I have the opportunity. 

llli·. SIMMONS. I can not stop in the middle of a speech to 
make an investigation as to what were the conditions surround
ing the market 'for ;vhea.t in 1910. I am dealing with the price 
and the market £or wheat in the ear :1920. 

After saying that Liverpool is the market in which world 
.Prices are fixed, the report. of the Tariff Commi sion goes \ 10.. 

to state: 
At the p~esent time, however, fhis rule is not subject t o shtth.Ucal 

proof because the European prices are largely artlficln.l1y fixed. No 
open-market quotations for Liverpool are available: only the British 
prices fixed by the Royal Commission on Supplies are published, and 
for present purp.oses these are not significant. A further disturb
ing t actor is illustrated in Table 6, 1n which it is shown t hat there re 
heavy exports directly to continental Europe rather than through the 
-u!!ual clearing marlo:ets of Ltv.erp.ool and London. 

In view of these disturbing factors-arbitrary prices abroad and 
heavy direct shipments to the Continent-care should be exercised in 
assuming: that the American market is now following the European pur
.ehase pnce. 

They tell about some of the conditions growing out of the 
concentrated governmental buying of Great Britain and the fixa
tion of prices by that country on wheat, and then the report 
proceeds; 

Aside from the question of prlce l~vel.s, however. it may be said 
with some certainty that inasmuch as the United States i on an a
porting basis, :my wheat that is imported from Canada (aside from the 
,question o! special cases to meet speci.n.l needs) releases an ~qual 
amount ~f American wheat for export. This being true1 it t~ Dot .a 
matter of great importance whether the Canadian wneat reaches 
Europe dlrectly or indirectly through the United States either 1n the 
form of flour or by releasing similar American wheat. Indeed if we 
may assume that the European demand is controlling our market, .as 
it does in normal times when w.e are on .an ex;parting basis, there is 11. 
possibility that if the Canadian wheat had been thrown on the Eng
lish market before the close of lake Davigation, instead of filtering 
!Slowly through ihe United States, the world price level, and therefore 
tOur own market, would have been depressed more than it '\'\'as in the 
fall .of 192Q. 

There we ha¥e the broad statement, 1\Ir. P.resident. that we 
are upon an -exporting basis ; that the price is fixed in Liver
·p.ool; that in these circumstances it makes no difference whether 
25.0.00,000 bush.els .of wheat came to the United States and were 
reexported in the form of wheat or flour 01· were sent directly 
to Great Britain, so far as the effect upon us is concerned, ex
eept that but for this buffer of its coming through the United 
States instead of going directly to Europe the price of whe.at 
would have been depressed more than it was in the fall ..of 1920. 
Then the rep<irt adds : 

.Fr.om this })oint i()f view it seems fOTtunate for American producers

.Listen to that, Mr. President and Senators-
From this polnt of view it seems fortunate for American prodQ~rs 

that there was a buffer between the great Cana<Uan surplus and the 
Liverpool market. · 

A further important point is th~ exchange situation betw6en th~ 
United States and Canada. Recently Canadian exchange has been at 
a <discount of 8 to 15 per eent, and this has disturbed the general trade 
betw-een the two countries. 

It is often a.s~ll.IDed that American purchasers get the (ull advan
tage of the exChange rates when tlle American dollar is at ·a 'PI'emlum. 
This by no means follows, 'however, in every case. (From Table 5.) 

That is the table which I nave asked be • inserted in the 
RECORD._ I can the attention of the Senator from North Da
kota to it, and I hope he will give it a careful reading. It not 
only confounds but obliterates and annihilates and demolishes 
.the very basic foundation upon which he lays his case. The 
table re.ads as follows : 

T4BLE 5.-Ctl3h prices per bu.t4e! o/wM:l.t a! Mimuap:JUs ani Winnipe;;. 

Minneapolis prices .arc lor 'N o.l :northern spring Wheat, compilej from tw North· 
western 'Miller <median oi high and low). 

Winnipeg pnces are fur ltlanitoba No. 1 northern wheat, at Fort Wllliam and 
Port Arthur, compiled from the Northwestern Miller. 

Winnipeg prices are .converted into United States currency at the rate ol e~h.ange 
prevaili.rig on the date of the quotation. 

Date, 1.920. 

~~is::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::~:::::::::::: 
1une 4 •••• • ·~ 0# .. . ......... •#-· .• u ........ ·- ••••••••• 

!! f~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~; ;;; ; ; ~ ~: ~ 
Aug. 20 •• : ·-~-·- ••• ·~ •• •••••• ·~· •••• ~· •• ., ••••••. 

!~: ~::: :::: ::~~ ~ ~ ~::: :: ~ ~ ~~: ::::;::: =~==~ :: =~: 
Aug. 28--~--· · · ··· ···-~~· · · ·······~············--· Aug. 80 ••••••••• •••• . •••••••.•••.•••••• ••••• .• ••.•.• 

iWina.ipeg. 

Yin-
neapolis :t:ani-
No.l, toba 

northern No.l 
spring. I '(par or 

OX· 
.change). 

Northam 
(current 

ex
cha.nge). 

.... ii70' ..... $239 
2. 71 ••.•••.•• • 
2.79 ;48 

..... 2:76" .....• 2:45 

mt;i~;J~J;!i~l~m~~J~~~!!~ _·_ 

$3.07 
8.15 
3.l2 
3. 00 
2.&5 
2.95 
2.62 
.2. 65 
2.49 
2.49 
2.46 
2.47 
2.48 
Z.49 
2.5(). 
2.56 
2.52 
2.50 

2. 71 2. 47 
.2.81 .2. 52 
'2.82 2.56 
2.76 
2.77 
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TABLE 5.-Gasl• prices per lJttslzel of wheat, etc.----continued. 

Date, 11123. 

Min
neapolis 
No.1, 

Northern 
Spring. 

m:kH~H~:::::~EEH~H:~mE U 
f€1-m:::::::H::::::m::m:::::m::H:~::: r:~ 
E'ept. 18.............. .... ........................... 2. 56 
Sept. 20...................... ....................... 2.56 
Sept. 21..... ........... . .. .. . .. . .. . • . • .. . .. .. .. .. • .. 2. 45 
Sept. 22. ................................. .• .. .. .... . 2. 49 
Sept. 23................. . .. . . .. . . . .. . .. . . .. .... . . .. . . 2. 49 
Sept. 24.. ........................................... 2.38 
Eept. 25............................................. 2. 31 
Sept. Zl............................................. 2. 33 
~pt.28.......... ................................... 2.33 
Sept. 29........ ..................................... 2. 39 
Sept.30........ ............. ............... ......... 2.30 
Oct.l............................................... 2.23 
Oct.2 ............................... ~............... 2.2-1 
Oct.4............................................... 2.0! 
Oct.5............................................... 2.00 
Oct.6............................................... 2.08 
Oct.7............................................... 2.10 ' 
Oct. 8 ............................................. -~ 2. 05 
Oct.9............................................... 2.08 
Oct.ll~.... ......................................... 2.17 
Oct. 12.............................................. 2.16 
Oct.l3..... ......................................... 2. 22 
Oct.14.............................................. 2.18 
Oct.15.............................................. 2.27 
Oct..16.............................................. 2.Zl 
Oct.17.............................................. 2.23 
Oct.l .............................................. 2.20 
Oct.19... ..... . ..................................... 2.13 
Oet.20.............................................. 2.11 
Oct. 21.............................................. 2. 05 
Oct.22.............................................. 2.09 
Oct.23................................................ 2.67 
Oct.25................ .... .......................... 2.05 
Oct. 25. ............................................. 2. 12 
Oct.27............................. ................. 2.09 
Oct . Zi .............................................. 2.11 
Oct. 29... . .. . . .. .. . . .... . .. . .. . .. .. . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . 2.11 
Oct.30 ........................ -..................... 2.11 
Nov.l. ........... ................................ .. 2.11 
Nov.2 ....................................................... . 
Nov.3.............. ........................... ..... 2.07 
Nov.4 ................. .... ......................... 2.01 
Nov.5.. ............................................ 1.97 
Nov. 6. ............................ ................. 1-.90 
Nov. .............................................. 1.83 
Nov. 9... ..... . ..................................... 1.76 
Nov.10.... .. ....................................... 1.83 
Nov .11............... ... .. . .. ... . .. .... . . . . . . . ... . . . 1. 77 
Nov .12.......... .... .. .. . . .... . . .... . . .. .. .. .. . . .. . 1. 72 

ov.l3... ..... .......... ........................... 1. 75 
Nov.15. ....................... ..................... 1.80 
Nov.16.. ........................................... 1.82 
'ov.17.............. ............ .................. . 1.77 
' ov.18.. ......... .................................. 1. 74 

Nov.19.. ......... ................................. . 1.66 
Nov. 20.......................... ................... 1.58 
Nov.22............................................. 1.53 
Nov. 23............................................. 1.62 
Nov. 24.......... ... .. . . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . . .. . 1. 54 
Nov.25 ...................................................... . 
Nov. 26. ............................................ 1.47 
Nov. '?1............. ................................ L49 
Nov. 29....................... ...................... 1.51 
Nov. 30......... .................................... 1.48 
Dec..l ........................................ ~...... 1.55 
Dec. 2.............. ... ......................... ..... 1.64 
Dec.3............................................... LG9 
Dec. 4 ...................................... ~........ 1. 70 
Dec.6............................................... 1.80 
Dec.?.......................... ..................... ]. 72 
Dec. ............................................... 1.70 
Dec.9............................................... L68 
Dcc.lO.............................................. 1.59 
Dec.11........................................... ... L61 
Dec.l3.............................................. L62 
Dec. 14 ............................. ~-............... 1. 66 
Dec. 15.. . . .. . .. . • .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . . 1. 59 
Dec.16.. ............................................ L59 
Dec.17.................................. ............ 1.65 

. Dec.l .............................................. 1.66 
Dec. 20.. ............................................ 1. 69 
Dec. 21.................. ............................ L66 

Winnipeg. 

Mani
toba 
No.1 
(par of 

ex
cba.nge). 

Northern 
(cnrrent 

ex· 
change). 

$~:~ ··--·:i-i:56 
2.80 2.54 
2.81 . 2.54 
2.&5 2.57 
2.83 2.55 
2.80 2.52 
2.82 

~~~ """'2."53 
2. 79 2. 52 
2. 78 2.50 
2.68 2.41 
2. 73 2.46 
2. 70 2.43 
2.64 2.38 
2.M. 2.29 
2.55 2.30 
2.57 

~:~ "'""2:2! 
2. 42 2.19 
2.38 z.u 
2.24 2.03 
2.17 1. 97 

i~ '"""'2."01 
2.20 2.02 
2.26 2.08 
2.35 2.15 
~:~ '"""i"i5 
2.36 2.12 
2. 45 2.21 

···· :z.-33" ······z:i4 
2.30 2.14 
2.29 2~07 
2. 33 2.11 

·····2:21· ··--··i:<i5 
2.35 2.12 

~:~~ ...... 2."io 
2.33 2.11 
2. 32 2.10 
2.31 2.09 

i~ ""''2."65 
~:~ ...... z:oo 
2.15 1.94 
2.08 
2.00 

~:~ ...... i:87 
2.11 
2.08 
2.09 
2.11 
2.11 
2.08 
2.05 
1.98 
1.95 
1.95 
1.87 
1. 83 
1. 79 
1.83 
1.87 
1. 78 
1.84 
1.92 
1.97 
2.02 
2.CY1 
1.89 

.. .... i."83 
1.85 
1.88 
1.88 
1.83 
1.83 
1.77 
1. 75 
1. 75 
1.65 

..... T57 
L61 
1.65 
1.58 
1.62 
1.68 
1. 72 
1. 77 
1.81 
1.63 

..... i:oo· ...... i."69 
1.92 1.66 
1.92 1.66 
1.85 1.60 
1.89 1.63 
1.88 1.61 
1.86 1.59 
1. 94 1.65 
1.91 1.62 

From Table 5, it is seen that the Winnipeg 11rice of wheat 
converted into American money js almost the same as that for similar 
wheat in Minneapolis. 

This identity of prices in t.he two m·arkets is of importance in con
:fiection with the exchange situation. It is obvious that the American 
purchaser of Canadian wheat can not get it any cheaper than he can 
buy the same grades of the domestic product; in other '\\'Ords, there is ' 
no special in~ucement for buying Canadian wheat offered by the ex· 

change situat1on. It does not appear that the individual eller has a 
greater incentive to sell in .Minneapolis than In Winnipeg, becau e as 
a matter of fact the prices are aoout the same in the two markets. 

If this country were on a net importing basis the prices obviously 
would be depressed by the imports from Canada but at a time when 
heavy exports are going out of the country the reiatively small imports 
probably do not alter the general rule that it is of no great importance : 
whether Canadian wheat reaches the European markets dire'Ctly or 
i:ndireetly through the United States. 

And yet; Mr. President, in the face of this report of a hi- · 
partisan commission, made in response to a law. that imposes 
upon them the duty of impartial and thorough investigation of 
these questions, and of reporting the facts and their conclusions ' 
and inferences to thiS' body and to the other House of Congress.....
in the face of the statement I have quoted in a report submitted 
by a commission of that character after that kind of an investi· 
gation by these experts, the S~nator from North Dakota stands 
here and says that on account of the lower price of wheat in 
Canada, the dumping of that wheat upon this market is con~ 
gesting this market place, and is producing stagnation and a 
radical decline in prices. That might be a pretty good argu
ment if leveled against a commodity produced in a country 
where on account of starvation wages or climatic conditions 
products similar to those of America could be produced for a 
very much lower price and were habitually offered at a lower 
price, and were at a particular time being poured in across the 
border inundating the market and freezing out the domestic 
producer. Argtnnents of that kind have been made in the past, 
but nine times out of ten,l\fr. President, they havG had but T'ery 
little foundation in fact. I have had enough connection with 
tariff witnesses who have come before committees of Congress 
to know that many of them come armed-not intentionally but 
unwittingly armed-with a lot of propaganda frequently mis
stating and falsifying the facts for the purpose of bringing ' 
abont legislative action to bestow upon certain classes in this 
country governmental benefactions. However, when the argu- · 
ment comes from the Senator from No:rth Dakota, who lives 
near the Canadian line, that the producers in this country are 
being ruined by the influx of cheap Canadian wheat, I say he 
ought at least to giT'e some attention-and I ask that he do so
to this finding Of the Tarifl: Commission, which, if true, not 
only destroys his argument in that respect but undermines and 
remo-ves every prop upon which he ·bases his contention in 
behalf of the propose.d duty upon wheat. 

RECOGNITION OF OBREGON GOVERNMEXT. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have received a resoluti()n in 
the nature of a memorial, adopted by the Legisl-ature of the 
State of Arizona, Which I Will read, as follows: 

STATE OF ARrzO~A, 
FIFTH STATE Ll:GISL.A:TURE. 

. Senate Joint Memorial 1. -
To the Senate an4 House of Representatices of the United States of 

Ameri-ca, in Congress assetnbled: · 
Your memorialists, the Fifth Legislature of the State of Arizona,- re

spectfully represent: 
Whereas tnere has existed for a period of years in the Republic of 

Mexico a condition ()f civil strife causing untold misery, destruction· 
of life and property, and an almost complete cessation of civil gov
ernment ; and 

Whereas there has arisen in the Republic . of Mexico a man, intensely 
loyal to his country, sympathetic, broad-minded, and humane, a student 
of C()nditions in his own country and throughout the world, and with 
a mission to retrieve the lost powers and fortune of his country
the Ron. Alvaro Obregon ; and 

Whereas the electorate of the s-aid Republic of Mexico has by an .almost 
unanimQUS vote selected the said Alvaro Obregon to be its President; 
and 

Whereas the people of the State of Arizona recognize the unquestioned 
ability, honor, and integrity of the newly elected President of Mexico, 
Alvaro Obregon, and believe that through him and his able adminis
tration of the duties of his office as president of the Republic of 
Mexico, a new era, one of happiness, prosperity, and freedom, is 
dawning for our sis'ter republic : Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, by the Sen.ate attd the House of Representatives of tlte 

State "'of At"i.zona, That the United States of America be memorialized 
through congressional act and by its authorized officials, to extend to 
the Republic of Mexico and to its duly elected president, Alvaro Obregon, 
full recognition; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial and these resolutions be for
warded to the President ()f the United States, the President bf the 
United States Senate, the SpeaH:er of the House of Representatives, the 
Secretary of State, and to each of our Representatives in CQngress 
and that each of the said Representatives in Congress be requested and 
urged to do all in their power toward the securing of such recognition. 

Pnssed the senate January 14, 1921. . 

Atte-st: 

Passed the house January 18, 1921. 

Approved January 21, 1921. 

H. B. WILLfAYSO. ' 
President ot the Senate • 

ROY N. DAVIDSO~, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

P. c. KEEFE, 
Bpealcer of the House. 

OSCAR ZA.FF, 
Chief Clerk of tlte House. 

THOMAS CAMPBELL, 
Governor of Arizona, 
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I also read the following Associated Press dispatch: 
[By Associated Press.] 

PHOE:NIX, J anttat·y 29. 

Gov. Campbell signed and returned to the senate this morning senate 
memorial No. 1, a resolution by the Arizona Legislature urging the 
President to recognize the Mexican Government. In returning it to the 
legislature the governor sent a note accompanying it, in which he said: 
" It is not necessary for me to sign this memorial, but I take pleasure 
in doing so, because it gives me opportunity to express how heartily in 
favor of this resolution I am." 

The PRESiDING OFFICER. The memorial of the Legisla
ture of Arizona presented by the Senator from Arizona will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

SUSPENSION OF NAVAL BUILD! TG PROGRAM. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to take a few moments 
to call attention to the resolution which passed the Senate day 
before yesterday, which I offered, asking the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to make a report concerning the condition of the 
Navy and as to the wisdom of suspending the building program 
of the Navy for the next six months. 

Some time ago I offered a resolution which had for its purpose 
the bringing together of the three great navy-building nations, 
with a view of securing, if possible, an understanding by which 
the building programs might be reduced. There seems to be an 
opinion in some quarters that that matter ought to be delayed 
for a time, and I am not about to discuss whether or not it 
should be delayed. I shall discuss that question later; but if it 
is to be delayed, then it seems to me extremely important that 
we Ji.now something of the condition of our building program 
and as to whether or not it is along the lines which will make 
for efficiency in case we should ever be called upon to make use 
of the Navy. 

It is now contended by some of the great naval experts of the 
world that what is known as the capital ship, or the battleship, 
will be practically useless in future naval warfare. Of course, 
I do not assume to pass an opinion on any such question, but it 
does seem to me that a layman may feel keenly interested in 
knowing what the ultimate judgment of the experts is to be 
upon this subject. We are responsible for the expenditure of 
these vast sums of money, and we should have the best informa
tion possible as to whet~er they are being wisely expended. 

We are now engaged in building some 16 capital ships. The 
present cost of these ships is about $40,000,000 apiece. if it 
should transpire that they are inefficient or obsolete for modern 
warfare, it would be a tremendous blunder to go ahead and 
complete them; and it was with a view of ascertaining the best 
thought and the best judgment upon this question that I intro
duced this resolution. I do not know what information the com
mittee .has had before it with reference to this subject. I only 
know that the information with reference to the subject in this 
country is very meager. I happen to know that there are men 
in the Navy who believe that the capital ship will no longer be 
serviceable in modern naval warfat'e, but they do not feel ex
actly free to give that information under present conditions, 
unless .they are called upon to do so. 

The English cabinet have taken up this question, and they are 
dealing with it with their usual foresight and vigilance. 1\:Ir. 
Chamberlain. speaking in the House of Commons a few days 
ago with reference to cabinet decisions, said that the Govern-' 
ment is determined to maintain the Navy at a standard of 
strength which will adequately secure the safety of the Empire 
and its maritime communications. They have decided-with the 
hearty concurrence of the admiralty-that the committee of 
imperial defense shall "institute at once an exhaustive investi
gation into the whole question of naval strength as affected by 
the latest developments of naval warfare." 

The Government will therefore present no program to Parlia
ment for capital-ship construction until the results of this in-
quiry have been considered. \. 

I understand that that is now the settled policy of the Eng
lish Government-to know thoroughly, and as conclusively as it 
can be known, what the revealments of the war are with refer
ence to what constitutes an efficient navy. In that country, a 
country which for 200 years has dominated the sea, it is deemed 
wise to malm haste slowly, not only in the interest of the tax
payers, but in the interest of an efficient navy, and, above all, 
in the interest of that continued control of the sea so vital to 
her existence. They have, therefore, deferred all building for 
six months and set their experts to work and asked for the 
fullest and freest expressions from all students of the subject. 
In England they still have freedom of speech in the navy, and 
many of the best men in their navy contend that the navy as 
it is now proposed, or has heretofore been proposed, is an obso-
lete navy. · 

One of the advocates of a suspension of the building program 
is Admiral Scott, of the British Navy; and I take the liberty 

of reading a paragraph or two from a late communication of 
his to the public published in the London Times. He says: 

During the war the submarine dominated everything and very nearly 
lost us the ":ar. It was only th~ Germans' ~ant of forethought that 
saved us ; With 50 more submannes-how little it would have cost 
them !-they would have now been rulers of the world and we should 
hav~ been a German colony. It makes one shudder to think that the 
destrny of a great nation can be decided by one little, very little, mis
~ke. We want forethought now, and must not too lightly scrap J"ackie 
FI~her's idea. t!J.at air fighting dominAtes future war. Lord Sydenham 
thm!ts Lord Fisher's views may have been entirely mistaken but he 
admits that Lord Fisher's visions of the future were almost 'uncanny 
in their accuracy. Let us look to the future and prepare for a great 
development in the submarine, t!J.e m~e, and the aeroplane ; and we 
must not forget t.hat the submanne did drive the battleship from the 
ocean or to the bottom of it. 

Our battleships and the German battleships were locked up for most 
of ~he ;war. The German Admiral von Scheer only saw the smoke of 
J"elllcoe s fleet once; that was enough for him· he ran away as quickly 
as he could, without doing any appreciable 'harm to Lord Jellicoe's 
ships. I am told that the torpedo did not do much during the war 
That i~ rather unfair on the gallant gentlemen who commanded om: 
submarmes; they were given dud torpedoes to fire, and the Germans 
must have had some dud commanders in their submarines or they would 
ha_ve gone into Scapa and sunk our fleet in 1914. We must not only 
thmk of what the torpedo did, but of what in more skillful German 
hands it ought to have done. 

'Ye ID)lS~ not forget that tiny little mistake the Germans made in 
t!J.e:r: bu_ildmg pr<?gram of 1911-12, for this mistake gave freedom to 
CIVlhzatwn, and If some one comes along with ideas a little off the 
beaten track .Lord Sydenham must not regard them as a fantastic 
drea!D, nor thmk that the Sflme one has not grasped the logical result 
of h1s theory, or that the some one is suffering from midsummer mad· 
ness. 

Rear Admiral Hall, in the London Times of December 30, 
1920, said : . 

The~e has been noth~n~ yet written · to shake my confidence in the 
n~cess1ty fo! now provyl}ng for .naval defense by thoroughly efficient 
a1r, submarme, and nunmg services. All these are mobile and eco
nomical. They are available for protection of home and oversea bases 
and for the defense of trade. They can protect themselves and the 
place they work from, and do not run the risk of having to wait in 
harbor~ (which must in any case be defended by the three services I 
have named) for a battle which may never come. 

Perhaps the strongest reason of all, which I have kept to the last, 
is that battleships can not take the offensive; they hand over the 
initiative to the enemy. They did so in the last war, and all the time 
we went about feeling as though we were being kicked wHh all the 
will and means, but no power to kick back. We talked of digging out 
rats, but battleships were of no use for it, and they never will be · it 
is air mastery alone that can give us the power of a vigorous offensive. 

Admiral Grant, retired, in the London Times of December 29, 
1920, said: 

What would have been the result of the war had the Germans in tho 
years preceding it built submarines rather than battleships? It ap
pears to be admitted that we should in that case have lost the war by 
starvation (food and supplies generally) had we not met such action 
by ourselves ceasing capital-ship construction and devoting our atten
tion to counter-measures. In other words, our grand fleet of capital 
ships would not have saved us, and Germany woulrl have won without 
them. The whole auestion is one of very great difficulty, and it seemA 
that embarkation at the present moment on a program of huge and 
costly capital ships is to be deprecated for the following reasons : 

1. That it is at least doubtful if money spent on capital ships at 
the present time is wisely spent. · 

And he gives other reasons, which I may, in the intere t of 
time, omit for the present. 

I read from an editorial in the New York Tribune of recent 
date, although I have not the exact date. This editorial say : 

Admiral von Scheer, who commanded at J"utland, has recently ex· 
pressed the following opinions : 

1. Surface ships are tremendously expensive, and yet they are very 
vulnerable. ~ 

2. Hitherto only a few nations could afford these big ships, and so 
they ruled the sea. But the submarine has knocked all this into a 
cocked hat, and " fear of the British fleet as a fighting weapon has 
gone." 

3. That a great surface fleet can no longer protect a coast or over-
seas commerce. 

4. That submarines can best defend or attack a coast and cap best 
protect or destroy commerce. 

5. In short, an adequate submarine navy will enable a compar.a
tively weak nation to pursue an overseas policy, "without worrying 
about a surface fleet." 

The editorial further says: 
Lord Rothermere, formerly director of England's air force, makes 

the following assertions in an article entitled "The folly of the big 
battleship": 

1. Referring to the United Stutes and Japan: "They are obviously 
building against each other and not against us." "Great llritain can 
not afford to spend money on naval construction at present." 

2. "If the United States and Japan persist in pursuing antiquated 
forms of warfare, that is no proof that capital ships will survive." 

3. "No nation henceforth will enjoy naval supremacy . • It is a 
nasty pill, but we must swallow it." 

I quote from another article by Admiral Scott, which was 
published in the London Times. I quote only a few paragrapp.s 
from it. He said : 

''What is the use of a batt~eship f" A.ZZ I toan,t to know is 1.vhat dJle 
our battleship is going to play if we are at war toith a near enemy, say, 
France; a n~edium,-distance enemy, say, in the Mediten·m1ean; or a 
ja1·-distant enemy in the East . 

These three and many other phases of war must have been discussed 
and thoroughly thrashed out before our admiralty decided to build a 
new fieet of battleships costing the country £9,000,000 each. Our 
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'Ldmimlty ana foreign admiralties must knoto u tolwt is t1~e ,use of a 
'lattleship." The ·public -of -the Unitet:L Btates ·and Japan must knoto 
the ttse of battle-ships ot· t11e11 ould not ;hate subsortbea the money 
to build them. The British public hav-e 110t been tald wl•y (when w e at-e 
so han:£ up) our alt·eady taJJation to the limit s1wuld be increased by 
spending millions Oil battleships, which a midsltipman tells me oro 
"J1 o damned aaod.-u 

Then, refe~ring to •the •Qommittce on imperial defe.n e, he suHl ':' 
This committee i8, 1 am told, oomposed chiefly of lawyet·s. Th-ese 

gentlemen mav know alZ about the effect of the shape of ·the earth tm .a 
gJJI·oscopically contt·olled compass of. a battleship, the .blow-down vtL!ves 
of a submarine, and all the scientific ana teohnical .sides o1 the naval 
otricet"'s profession. Jf they are toell -i;CI"sed in all these subjects, they 
can with reliabilit1! anstoer tlle midshipman, a11t:l at the same time .telZ 
the count1·y "what the use of a battleship is." 

3Jhen, peaking to the eW.tor of .the •LQndon Times, •he con
tinue : 

ll"ota, sit·, you m wt admit ,tf!Ut "it is most impo,,1ant tllat 1ihe public, 
1ollo wm be called upon to .pro"t:ide the money jo1· building battleships, 
snould. before •they ·part totth thei1· money, lmoto of tvllat serviee to the 
cotmtry tltese vess-els are ooing to be. 

rou must admit that in the war we were nearly forced to submission 
by . tnrvation. • 

You must admit thut the G~rmun battleships played no pad in re
ducing us to a .stu~ of starvation. 

1~ou must admit ·that if ,our battleship superiority bad been double 
what it was they could .not have protected us from starvation. 

You tlnt t ad.mit that the dominant nrm of the war was the sub
mal'ine. Tou must admit that our belief before the war that the 
. ubmarine was only a toy resulted in our coming to the 1brink ,of losing 
the war. You muat admit tbat this erroneous idea before the war 
re nlted in our blunder of building the wrong weapons to combat 
the snbmarine. 

Further on he says: 
I ·do not understand •why my friend Admiral Waymouth did not add 

that she •must be nble to fly and dive. · 
This pattern of vessel is at present not on the market. When ·they 

are every country will want a lot of them, and I shall be early in 
admitting that this battleship is the bnckbone of n ·navy. 

.Admir{ll Waymouth's idea of wur _is splendid. We must cn.rry the 
war into the enemy's country, destroy his fleet, his coaling stations, 
docks, 1ortifications, and his important coast towns. Our battleships 
did all ·the e things 100 years ago, but they did not do nny of them 
during the last wnr. On tile oontmry, our battleships, if there W61'e 
any .submar·ine.s .about, 1•evt well away j1·om the enemy's country, from 
his coaling station.s, his d_ock , his fortifications, and l1i.<l -impo1·tant 
coast towns. 

What is the use of a battle.s1iip1 
Mr. KING. 1\Ir. President--
The BRESl\DING OFFIOIDR. ·Does the Senator from •Idaho 

yield te the Senator ·from Uta.h? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
1\lr. KIN"G. The writer or the article to whlch the Senator 

has just referred .Qommente<l-I do not know whether in a 
complimentary spirit or otherwise-upon lawyers. May it not 
be aid that most lawyers, whether in Great Britain or the 
United Stutes, are for peace and for the upholding of law and 
order, and that those who have been the promoters in the main 
of large battleships and munitions_of war and armaments have 
been ·either he manufacturers -of munitions or naval and army 
officers? As a r-ule you will find the naval oflleer -and •the army 
officer ardent advocates of big -armies ·and ·big navies. 

Mr. BORAH. I hink what Admiral Scott had in mind was 
tllat in all probability a committee of lawyers would ·not know 
very much about what constitutes u fighting navy. I do not 
think he was refiecti~~ UJ)On the general mo:rm.le or tbe patriot
ism of the profession, but ruther upon a possible lack Qf knowl
edge in regard to that particular matter. 

I would like to say here, too, l\Ir. President, that if there 
is any way under onr bureaucratic system of go\ernment to 
relea e the membe.rs of ·the Navy to an e~~ression of their real 
news on this subject -I should like to hn:\e it done. I know 
there are men hjgh 1n the service of this country who have long 
been connected with the American Navy who feel that the ex
penditure of money Ul)()n these battleships ·is -a waste of money, 
and 'if we could have the same freedom of discussion that is 
taking p1ace in England upon this subject I think we would 
be able 'to •aJ'l'i"e, possibly, at n sound conclusion, and I doubt 
if \"i'e shall ever arriye at a sound conclusion in any other way. 
As a layman I might have my view about it, but we must have 
the unbiased and uncontrolletl new of those who ·have made a 
life study of it. They must be permitted to say what they 
think without being brought to task for doing it. 

I read from an article in the New York Tribune, and I 
llnppen to know the p::n~ty \"i'ho \Yrote ·this article. I feel per
fectly safe in asking the Senate to gi\e particular attention to 
it, and if we lm-re an in--restigation the party will be perfectly 
willing to state his view.s in a more e:rtended way. He said: 

We are face to face with st knotty problem : What constitutes an 
up-to-date fighting navy--a navy ·with ·the weaPQns and organization 
best designed to .meet the conditions of the present and the near 
futlue in naval warfare? 

1. The subn~arine. In a lecture at . tl1e Army Gen.eral Staff College 
more than a 11ear ago Oapt. Hart, Umted States Navy, estimated that 
10 ooa otfieers and mea constitttted the maa;i1num force e1nployed by the 
Germans in their submarine camtJaign. And yet this small torce came 
within an ace .of .Btarving England and -t.oinning the wat·. Despite the 

Grand .Fleet and alli~d nat:ies; tle ]Jite the millio11s of land forces on all 
front-6, the eubma,·ine dominated the situation at 'the most criticaL stage 
of the war. Can this fact be ignored'! 

Again: 
.Reviewing briefly, we see that the dreadnaught fleet is terJ;ibly 

m-enaced. I.t must be protected at all times-at anchoor or at sea-by 
desh·~~rs. submarines, mine •layers, and a strong air force. It can 
~~(o!~JS!, still less can it attack, without auxiliary flotillas -above and 

. There are distinguished authorities who declare that the dFeadnaught 
!¥ .useless. to-clay.. In September, 19'19, Admiral !Lord Fi her wrote: 

A1!-" 'fighting .dommates future war, both by land and sea. It is not my 
~usmass to discuss the lund but by sea the only way to avoid "the war 
IS t~ get und~r the water. So you are driven to th-e internal combustion 
engme and 011. That's why I keep on emphasizing ~bat th-e whole Navy 
has to b·~ scrapped." Admiral Sir Percy Seott agrees with Lord Fisher. 
He declares that the dreadnaugfit must ·hide in hermetically sealed 
harbors to avoid !IUbm:arines, and that the harbors must be roofed over 
as u protection from Qombing planes. 

~ * * * * * * 
Between these two extremes we muf';t take our stand. .For the United 

Sto.tes a midposition is wisest for the present. We should not scrap 
our dreadnaughts nor .our surface ,fleet, but we must realize the weakness 
and limitation~ of ;SUCh craft. Pending the development -of menacing 
toeapons, atld tn 'lfteto of the fact that our surface fleet is strontJ in 
d.,·eaiJ?raughts ·to-d-ay, 1t tvoulcZ seen~ that ·we -shoula suspend the buUding 
of. R1ups that may be tloomed in the near future and supply the Navy 
w1th the ..submaritle and air ·fo1·ces ·tvhich are necessary ·to tlre ·effective 
protection antl offensive use of our stlrface ships. 

* ~ * * to * tJ 
fii1i e 11ced of inu.ne(littte and int'elliuent action is impemtive. It has 

been shoton that the1·e is not one up.to-date long-1·ange submarine in 
our Na-r;y to-d·ay. 

~hus, on tlw. ttpper ant:l .lotoer planes of a modern fighting Navy, the 
J]mted -states '18 unpt·epared tor war. With these facts staring us i111 
the •face, is it not ·manf(est ·t1wt the m-one1J a-cailable should be ex
pended to supply submarine and air forces befo1-e ·1oe bu1lJ:L any mo11e 
capital ships? it is simply a question, of plJlcing .the money ··where tt 
wm do 'the ·most good. lf t>U1'1tttttre enemy a avances on tire uppe,· and 
lower planes, om· surface '{teet, in its present condition, -wotll(l be 
sel"iously menaced. It is --a natio1tal emergenC1J that now confront-S us . 

Mr . .Presi-dent, as I understand, we ha\e initiated the building 
of some 0.6 battleships, which cost ·about $40,000,000 apiece 
nQw. illhr.t means an ·expenditure of $640,000,000. The idea 
which I had in mind when I introduced the resolution was 
that we should know, as definitely 'US it can be known before 
we continue 1:his program, that it will bring us an efficient 
na~y. 'We certainly :do not desire to build to the e.~tent of 
$640,000,000 and then 1ind oursel\es in 1925 with nn obsolete 
navy. I am informed that the $..griculturnl uppropriatiou bill 
cunries altogether $33,000,000. That is '$7;000,000 ·less thau 
one of these possibly obsolete battleships ·eosts. It -is bad 
~nough to .ha\e to spend t.his money O!t all, •but it is indefensible 
to spend it unless we know it gi\es us the most modern of 
navies. 

1 am not one of those who believe in a w·euk nn-vv or u small 
navy, unless our security can be arranged thFough \mc1erstand
ings or agreements which make us equally ..safe. I presume that 
everyone, however, whether he is for u large na\y or small 
naYy, would like to know whether the na\y is to comply with 
those standards, which the best inn~stigation nnd thought de
clare to be an efficient navy. 

I do not desire at this time to go further than simply to call 
attention to this condition of affairs in order to justify the 
introduction of the resolution. If there is not to be a report 
upon such information us we now haYe, then, Qf course, it ought 
to be followed by a resolution which woul<.l proYide for a 
thorough investigation,... If the report coming buck from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs should •disclose t11at .we ure with
out the information which we ought to have, and that a thorough 
investigation of th.e snb;i€ct ..should be •had, I shall be glad to 
offer the resolution whiCh will provroe -it. 

There is another proposition connected with the suspension 
af the building program, and that is the question that possibly 
in 1:he near future .,·ve may at·rlye at some understanding with 
Great Britain and Japan with reference to the building pro· 
gram of the future. 'Vhether that will result in anything sub
stantial or not, if the other reason for delaying is a sufficient 
reason, at is \ery fortunate tbat the two propositions come to
gether at this time. I ha\e thought that it "·us not inappro
priate, not ha\ing hea·rd from other sources, to introduce the 
resolution and .call for the informntion. I want, above all 
things, to see an agreement ith !Japan and England which 
will enable us to cut pown our burdensome expenses. If that 
can not ·be hutl, then I want to see the most efficient navy pos
sible for the money which we put into tit. 'Both these propo
sitions can be carried along together, and both should ha\e 
prompt attention and prompt action. 

Mr. S1"1ITH of SOtrth Carolina. ~lay I a k the Senator a ques
tion? 

Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of S-outh Carolina. Has the Senator any informa

tion which would lead ·him to know or believe that the Nayy 
officials ha"\:e made .or are making any investigation us to the 

r 
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efficiency of our present type of ship as compared with the 
submarine? 

Mr. (BORAH. I have no information except that I saw in 
yesterday's paper a statement to the effect that the Secretary 
of the Navy had initiated an investigation or called upon the 
board for information in regard to it. If there is any informa
tion, or 'if ther'e has been an investigation, I have not been 
informed. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I presume the present naval 
program is the one that was outlined and instituted -quite a 
good many years ago? 

1\lr. BORAH. Five years ago. 
Mr. Sl\1ITH of South Carolina. Five years ago, and it is in 

pursuance of that program that we have provided for the 
building of ships. All the information which the Senator has 
given the Senate has grown out of the last five years, and 
particularly the last three years, when the German submarine 
manifested its efficiency in time of war. I was wondering if 
the Senator was informed as to whether our naval officials 
have taken sufficient cognizance of that fact to ascertain 
whether it would be advisable for us to carry out the program 
of five years ago or to supplement it with such recommendations 
as the submarine has manifested may be necessary! 

Mr. BORAH. I am not informed as to what the Navy or the 
Secretary of the Navy have done in regard to the matter. My 
remarks should not be construed as a criticism of the Secretary 
of the Navy for having failed to make investigation, because 
I do not know what investigation has been made. I only know 
that the legislative body which must pass upon the appropria
tions and continue· the building program, has no information 
before it officially, . or otherwise really, with reference to the 
matter. If the Secretary of the Navy has conducted an inves
tigation and has information which justifies the present pro
gram, I presume the Committee on Naval Affairs will bring it 
out in their report. If he has not, I feel sure that it ought to 
be done before we go any further. 

l\lr. GERRY. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
1\lr. GERRY. I will state for the information of the Senator 

from South Carolina, and possibly it may clear his mind on 
the subject, that the 1916 program was not carried out at that 
time owing to the war. For example, the building of battle
ships was laid aside in order to build destroyers, and a great 
many destroyers were built. A great many of them are now 
completed, but since that time naturally naval officers have 
studied the conditions that have arisen out of the war . . As 
soon a <s the destroyer program was carried out and the emer
gency for destroyers was over, they laid down these battle
ships, as I understand it, with the knowledg~ gained from the 
experiences of the war. 

In other words, it is not simply a carrying out, as I under
stand it, of a program of five years ago. It is carrying out 
a modern program, the experience gained from the war being 
taken advantage of. . 

l\lr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BORAH. Yes; in just a moment. 
Mr. GERRY. What I have stated was in answer to the 

Senator from South Carolina. 
l\Ir. BORAH. I assume-and I think I have information 

which justifies the assumption-that our Navy has taken ad
vantage of the revelations made by the battle of Jutland, so 
far as perfecting the battleships is concerned. 

l\lr. GERRY. And the battle cruiser, I will say to the Sen
ator. 

1\lr. BORAH. And the battle cruiser; but the larger ques
tion, whether we are going to depend in the future upon sur
face ships at all, I understand has not been gone into. How
ever, as to that I may be mistaken. _ 

1\:lr. GERRY. I will state to the Senator that naturally 
naval officers have been discussing that question in this coun
try and in England, and the extracts he has read show the 
Engli h are debating it thoroughly. 

I will also say to the Senator that I have some views that 
I shall express in the future. on this subject that may perhaps 
be of some use to him, although I do not think I can concur 
in the statement in the excerpts which the Senator has read 
that the Germ&n policy of building submarines would give com
mand of the sea to the nation which adopted that policy. How
ever, I understand from the statement of the Senator from 
Idaho that that is not his own opinion. The fact stands out 
very clearly that there were no German merchant ships on the 
sea during the war unless they were raiders, and that the 
English ·merchantman was able to feed the English, although 
with difficulty, on account of the submarine campaign until 
that was stifled. But the English merchantman still kept the 

sea, and the fact is that the nation which had the capital ships, 
the dreadnaughts, was the nation that was able to maintain 
that control and the nation that did not have a preponderance 
of those ships was bottled up. 

l\Ir. BORAH. Yes; I am familiar with that a,rgument, be
cause, of course, it is the argument which has been made by the 
men in England who believe it,. but I think there is a very 
reasonable answer to it. However, I am not going into a long 
discussion to-day. 

l\Ir. 1\lcKELLA.R. The Senator knows I am in very hearty 
sympatl1y with his disarmament suggestion. Could the Senator 
give us any information as to bow many of the capital ships 
have already been contracted for and begun? As I have under
stood it, all of them have been contracted for and a number ot 
them have been begun and a great deal ot work has been done 
on many of them. I was wondering what effect it would have 
if we stopped the work now. What would be the cost to the 
country? 

Mr. BORAH. That is information which I have asked for 
from the committee, as to the practical result of suspending 
building operations at this time. I do not know whether it is 
pradical or not. I think it is, but I want full information. 

Of course, if we should come to the conclusion that the sur
face ship is obsolete, there is no need of going ahead, no dif
ference how far the contTact is completed. I presume we will 
likely arrive at some compromise, such as finishing the ships 
practically completed and suspending \vith reference to those 
which may not be very far along. That, however, is merely n 
suggestion. I do not know what the real program will be. I 
have not been informed as to what is the attitude of those who 
direct our affairs here on that question. 

I was going to say, however, that there was a statement made 
by the writer in the New York Tribune that there is not now 
with the American Navy a single modern, up-to-date submarine. 
That to me is a very startling proposition. I understand a sub
marine costs about a million dollars. We can take the cost of 
two battleships and expend the money for submarines and we 
would have 40 submarines upon the Atlantic coast and 40 sub
marines upon the Pacific coast. Just as a layman, not as au 
expert, but exercising that common sense which is the great 
reserve power of the American people and without which we 
would soon pass into mental bankruptcy, it seems to me that 
I would rather have 40 submarines strung up and down the 
Pacific coast, so far as any neighbor interfering with our 
affairs is concerned, than to have 8 or 10 battleships. You 
could take the money necessary to build four battleships and 
build a hundred submarines, ana, so far as defen e of our 
coasts is concerned, defy the world. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to have an 
expression from the Senator of his opinion as to the probability 
of any agreement among the n'ations of the first order as to 
disarmament. Of course, it is possible; but I ask the Senator 
what, in his opinion, is the probability of any such agreement? 

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt at all that an agreement could 
be reached if the people of the respective countries could have 
their voices heeded. Whether or not the militaristic forces, the 
armament forces, the armament trust, and the men who represent 
them both in this country and elsewhere are sufficiently strong 
to prevent the people from having their way, I do not yet know. 
They give some indication of activity. It may be that they will 
control the situation. There is no doubt that the masses of 
Japan, the same as the masses of this country, desire an under
standing by which the two nations ball not enter into a com
petitive naval building program. It is equally true, in my 
judgment, in England. 

1\lr. SMITH of South Carolina. So the Senator is of the opin
ion that if there was any practical way of getting an expression 
of the views of the people who constitute those several coun
tries, there is a practical probability, if I may use that term, 
of disarmamenf? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I think there is a practical po sibility of 
it. I think there is other good to be had from the effort, even 
if we do not succeed as fully as we desire. I think we owe it 
to the people of the country, before we put upon them any 
greater burden for naval armament, to demonstrate that the 
men in public places have used their utmost effort, and in good 
faith, to secure an understanding. We ought not to ask them to 
carry these burdens until it is demonstrated beyond peradven
ture that no understanding can be bad and that therefore we are 
compelled to build as a matter of security and safety. 

Let me say, too, and particularly to those who are ve: .. -y 
technical with reference to the proceeding, that if we do not 
demonstrate to the voters of the country tba t we have en
deavored in good faith to secure a· partial disarmament or com
plete disarmament, and that we have failed, and that there-
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fore there is no alternative left except, as a matter of security, 
to build, they will send a Congress here which will cut the 
appropriations regardless of whether we have a contract or not. 

That is one thing in which I am particularly interested. I 
believe in an efficient Navy, ·but we build a Navy not as a toy, 

. not for display, but for security and protection. If we can 
have the same security and the same protection in another way, 
we are under the highest obligation to secure it in that way; 
certainly we are under every obligation to try it, and to try it as 
speedily as we may. 

Of course, there are two ways to defeat disarmament. One 
is to oppose disarmament and pre~ent the arguments against 
it. There are those who sincerely believe that we can not 
afford to disarm, even under an agreement, and with them I 
have no quarrel, although I differ with them. They have their 
own reasons and they act upon them. There are others who 
are unwilling to say that they are opposed to disarmament; 
they are perfectly willing to pay lip service to disarmament; 
but they conjure. up all conceivable methods for delay, which 
is another way of killing the program. 

l\1r. KING. Mr. President, I perhaps have incurred the dis
approval of some Senators because of my persistent opposition 
to appropriation bills, many of which, in my opinion, have been 
extravagant and carried items wholly unnecessary, and by my 
constant appeals to Republican Senators since they have been 
in power in Congress during the past two years to practice 
promised economies and reduce the Federal appropriations far 
below the limits indicated by reported measures. I have op~ 
posed since the armistice appropriations made for the ~Var De
partment, as well as for the Navy, believing that the time had 
come for retrenchment and reform in these two departments, as 
well as in other executive departments of the GovernJIIent. I 
have insisted that unless Congress reduced appropriations and 
relieved the people from the burdens of '•war taxation, the peo
ple would manifest their disapproval of our course by sending to 
both branches of the National Legislature men who would re
duce the burdens of taxation. 

The address of the · Senator from Idaho brim~·s strikingly be
fore us the statesmanship of President Wilson and his great 
labors to secure the peace of the world and bring about world 
disarmament. From the peace conference at Paris he brought 
back to the American people an instrument-the covenant of the 
League of Nations-which _prc;>vided, in a feasible and prac
ticable way, for worl<l disaritlament. The able Senator from 
Idaho and others who opposed the treaty with Germany are 
seeking their realization of some of the vital things for which 
the league was organized. 

One of the primary objects of the league was to reduce, if 
not abolish, standing armies, and relieve the nations from 
the heavy burdens which are incurred in the construction of 
battleships which become obsolete almost within a day. States
men and those who have sought the peace of the world have 
for many years endeavored to devise some working plari that 
would accomplish these ends. Various plans have been pro
posed and numerous efforts have been made, but all have 
proven abortive, and this century records the greatest of all 
wars-the most deadly, the most catastrophic that has ever 
afflicted humanity. During and immediately following the 
war, the afflicted peoples in every part of the world crieu out 
for immunity from such horrors and cataclysms in the future. 
The League of Natio.ns was to them an anchor of hope. It 
provided a plan for disarmament, and I assert that the mofe 
that plan is examined the more feasible it will appear and the 
stronger will it commend itself to the judgment of fair and 
impartial men. If those who supported the tJ·eaty were seek
ing vindication or satisfaction by reason of the position of 
some of those who opposed the league, it could be found in the 
present situation. There are many who sought the defeat of 
the treaty of Versailles who appreciate ·that the world must be 
relieYed from the burdens of military armaments and stupen
dous naval programs. Efforts are being made to secure world 
disarmament, and particular efforts are now being directed 
to bring about a suspension in the construction of great naval 
battleships. Senators will also remember that one of the pur
poses of the league was to revive the economic anu industrial 
conditions of Europe, as ,yell as other nations, and to promote 
the welfare of the world. 

It was realized that our prosperity depended upon the pros
perity o.f Europe, and during the discussion of the league, those 
who advocated the ratification of the treaty insisted that with 
our entrance into the league the -serious condition in Europe 
would be materially altered, and altered for the better, and that 
our foreign commerce would increase and the prosperity of the 
American people be greatly augmented. Only a few days ago we 
were impressively advised that our foreign trade was languish-

ing and that unless Europe purchased more of our surplus prod
ucts business and industrial conditions in the United States 
would become most serious. It was urged that we must find 
fo.reign markets for our products and so urgent was the situ
ation that, in order to enable the purchase of our surplus prod
ucts, we must aid in furnishing credits to foreign populations . 
Accordingly, the War Finance -corporation was r.eviYed with 
the expectation, as stated by some of the advocates of that 
course, that it would furnish credits to the extent of several 
hundred millions, indeed, several billions, of dollars to Euro
pean peoples, and that with such credits they wou:d be able to 
purchase American agricultural and manufactured produ~ts as 
well as American raw material, and thus benefit themselves and 
add to the prosperity of the American people. 

One of the objects of the League of Nations, as I have stated, 
was· to produce conditions in Europe that 'vould eriable the 
people there to obtain credits. This would have enabled them 
to buy American commodities and products. So, we are daily 
:reminded of the advantages which the league would have given 
us and of the mistake of. failing to take our place alongside our 
Allies for the purpose of consolidating the fruits of victory 
and of discharging obligations which the war, notwithstanding 
its victorious ending, imposed upon the allied nations. 

1\Ir. President, I am in accord with the Senator from Idaho 
in his efforts to secure a reduction of the burdens which naval 
armament imposes upon the people. I believe that every effort 
should be made to reduce the costs of maintaining the Army and 
the Navy" to the lowest possible limit -consistent with national 
safety. Of course, there should be no hysteria in the con
sideration of this question. It is too important to permit preju
dices or passions or mere sentimentality to determine our 
course. 'Ve must remember that we are in a dynamic world-a 
world filled with hates and jealousies, a world where racial 
antipathies find expression, and where suspicion and distrust 
and unrest abound. The' history of the past must not be dis
regarded, nor must there be the view that the millenia! era 
ha:;; dawned. But there are strong considerations, in my opin
ion, that call for D. modification of the building program. 

At any rate, the situation in the world today, notwithstand
ing the turmoil and strife, is such as to justifjr a plea world
wide in character for the reduction of the burdens resting upon 
the nations for military and naval expenditures. I think this is 
an auspicious moment to appeal for world support in . a pro
gram calling for a reduction of armaments. Those who believe 
in the League of Nations can not do otherwise than favor a plan 
which seeks to unite the world in· a common plan to reduce the 
military and naval burdens which in the past and even now 
press so heavily upon the people. While I regret that the practi· 
cal plan proposed by the league is not being followed by om 
country, nevertheless I shall join in every reasonable an<l legiti. 
mate movement that seeks to realize the beneficent ,results con· 
templated by the disarmament program outlined and provided 
in the covenant of the League of Nations. However, the reso· 
lution of the Senator from Idaho merely calls for an investiga. 
tion by the Naval Affairs Committee. I approve of the reso· 
lution, and as a member of the committee shall be glad to join 
'with my colleagues in making such investigation. 

It is obvious that the World War has taught us many lesson~ 
and to continue now the program that was laid down four ot 
five years ago seems to me to he absurd. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] has stated ihat 
the vessels, the construction of which was authorized before 
t11e World \\,.ar, will be built, notwithsb:tncling the lessons ·of 
the war, but that the form, as I understood his statement, will 
undergo some modification. In other words, the same number 
of capital ships will be built as was cletermiped upon some four 
or five years ago, but there will be some changes and modifica
tions in design and, of course, in construction. If I am in error, 
I shall be glad to have the Senator from Rhode Island correct 
me. 

1\lr. GERRY. The Senator from Utah is correct. It is con
template(} that the same number of capital ships shall be con-
structed. f 

l\fr. McKELLAR. 1\Ir. President, if I may make .a suggestion, 
as I understand, all of the capital ships referred to have been 
contracted for, and some of them have been seven-eighths fin
ished, some of them have been three-fourths finished, and per
haps others have been one-half finished, while still others-I 
think the last one, as my information goes-has only recently 
been contracted for. What would the Senator from Utah do as 
to the ships which are under onnstruction? Would he stop their 
construction? 

Mr. KING. The mere fact that we have entered into con
tracts for - the construction of ships would not deter me from 
halting the execution of those contracts, even if such action 
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subjected us to damage , if we do not need the sliips or if a States providing at least for partial disarmament, -does not 
bE'tter plan of naval defense had been de1ised. -It would be the Senator think that it would.be very unwise not to continue 
folly to build ve sels not Tequired, or the types of which were for our protection the building up of our Navy according to the 
obsolete, or if the war revealed {l. cheaper and better method present plans? Woutd the Senator be willing that England and 
of attack and defense. If the experiences of the war ha:ve Japan should continue to build, :is they are now doing, enor
furnished us ffilfficient ·evidence of the unwisdom of carrying mous na·vies, and that the United States should not go along 
out the program agreed upon a number of years ago, then we in equal steps? 
should halt construction until an exhaustive examination can 1\fr. KING. Mr. President, I belie\e the action of the United 
be made· and a plan a~eed upon that will meet the needs of States will be followed by those nations; tha't is to say, if we 
the country and accord with the plan which technical naval adopt a policy of gradual disarmament and attempt in good faith 
men may recommend. to execute it ; all other nations of the world will be guided by it. 

M•r. 1\IcKEL"LAll. Mr. President-- Let me say to my friend that my . information is that Great 
'The PRESIDING OFFRJER. Does- the Senator from Utah Britain's na\.al program will be \ery much restrict-ed from 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? that which some of the naval officers of Great Britain. desired 
1\fr. KING. I yield. should be followed. I ha\e no doubt that if the United States 
'1\IT. McKELLAR. 1\lr. President, I am in hearty sympathy restricts its naval program .Japan will do the srune. 

with the Senator from Utah and all other Senators who wish Of course, if there should be a manifest purpose upon tlle 
-to enter upon a plan of disarmament; I agree with the Senator part of other nations to continue to build capital ships and 
eutirely. that what armament we have should be the very best; other war vessels we would be compelled, much as we might 
but I am sure the Senator will agre~ with me that before we get deplore the necessity, to make appropriations to build and 
through we shall ha\e to leave the matter to experts in the maintain a Navy adequate and sufficient to meet any da11ger. 
Navy Department to determine which are tbe best instru- But I am now only arguing for a full investigati-on as to wllat 
ments of naval warfare. They certainly would not authorize policy we should pursue. If the in\estigation proves that we 
the building of ships unle " they honestly felt ·they should be should continue these heavy burdens for war ve sels, we want 
constructed. That is the difficulty, as it seems to me, of our to know the kind of vessels required. There is not that unanim-

. taking action so far as the ships already contracted for are ity of opinion as to the types and the program to be adopted 
concerned. ·u there is a way to get around it, I should be very that should exist when hundreds of millions are. involved and 
glad, indeed, to find it, for, I repeat, I am in hearty sympathy when a broad policy to guide the futme is to be adopted. 
with the idea of disUTming if it is possible to do so, and to The Senator from Idaho has called attention to the diver ity 
the extent that it is possible to do so; of course, having in view, of views of naval men. I know from my conversation with 
fir t and above all thing , the security of our country. naval officers and with others that there is a contrariety of 

M:r. KING. Let me ask the Senator, in view of the develop- views a to ·the kind of vessels which we should construct. Is 
men.ts of the war and the information which has been conveyed it not time that the1·e should be an exhaustive investigation to 
to· us, would he be willing now, upon. the mere recommendation . determine what k'ind of vessels should be constructed, and 
of the Navy Department, without investigation upon his part or whether we should adhere to the prewar program or whether 
witho11t full and exhaustive investigation by na\al experts and we should adopt a modified one or an entirely different one? 
a committee charged with the duty of making such investiga~ The battle of Jutland has been referred to. The excellent 
tion, \Ote for an appropriation for completing the 15 or 16 bat- book written by Admiral:'- Jellicoe describing that famous battle 
tie hips that were projected four or five years ago? furnishes, I think, strong evidence of the importance of develop-

Mr. McKELLAR. 'Vith my very limited knowledge of such ing the submarine. It shows how powerless the battleships are 
things, I think I should be guided by what the experfs in our against these serpents of the deep ; and there will also be re
Navy Department may suggest about the matter. I desire to called by Senators the terr-or of the British Admiralty when 
say that, so far as my own observation goes, the submarine is their fleet was in Scapa Flow and before the entrance to the 
the most effective vessel in na\al warfare. Germany made it harbor had been protected, for fear a little submarine might 
o. My understanding has been that all during tlle war neither thread the mazes of the channel and enter the harbor, and de

the British nor the American submarines were so well built nor stroy one or more of the great battleships constituting the Grand 
quite so well equipped to enable them to do effective work, as Fleet. · 
were· the German submarines. I think that was the general Mr. GERRY. 1\fr. President--
knowledge and experience of eTerybody. rt seems to me that The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
our Navy Department should develop the submarine so that we yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
could have •submarines which would be equal to the best and 1\Ir. KING. I yield. 
superior to the best, if that were possible. 1\Ir. GERRY. Does the Senator think thai: the ubmarines 

1\lr. KING. 1\Ir. President, I have instituted 110 comparison had any decisiYe effect on the action at the Battle of Jutland? 
as to the relath-e \alue of the capita-l ship and the submarine; Mr. KING. I think so; indirectly if not directly. If the 
both doubtless ha\e their purpose. The point I am trying to Senator wil1 permit me, the fear of the German submarines, as 
make is that the experiences of the war have been of such a char- I recall the facts, deterred Admiral Jellicoe from contin11ing the 
acter as to call, in my judgment, for a revision of the prewaT battle or remaining in the vicinity until daylight, and it is quite 
program, or, if not for a revision, at least for an exhaustive likely that even if he had received the message which Admiral 
investigation to determine whether it would be wise in -the Beatty wired him, which called for a diffeTent plan than thnt 
light of the information which has come to us to continue the which Admiral Jellicoe followed, I do not believe he would have 
prewar program. 1•esponded to it, pattly becallSe of his apprehensions based upon 

I have disapproved of the last two naval appropriation bills. the presence of submarines nnder the control of the German 
I have felt that they called for entirely too great a program. admiral. 

1\Ir. GERRY. Mr. President-- 1\1r. GERRY. Admiral Jellicoe turned away from the German 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah fleet in the Battle of Jutland in order to avoid 'torpedo attack 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? from destroyers, not submarines. The result of that maneu1er 
1\Ir. KING. I yield. was that he was unable to come in close contact with the Ger-
1\lr. GERRY. I should like to call the Senator's attention man fleet. If Admiral Jellicoe had pressed his advantage-as 

to the fact that in 1918, after the war was over, the Navy De- to which there is a conti·oversy now-a different story might 
partmen~ itself suggested the possibility, if there was to be no have been written in regard to the future submarine campaign. 
action taken on disarmament, of a new program in addition to Of course, his action is a question of na\al controversy at this 
that of 1916, namely, the program known as that of 1918. time, and has been ever since the battle; but the deterrent 

Mr. KING. I recall, 1\lr. President, the recommendation of effect upon Admiral Jellicoe, and the decisive force that de· 
the Secretary of the Navy, and. I do not think that that recom- terred him in- that battle, was n!)t, as I recollect, the subma
mendation met with the approval of the American people. I rine, but destr.oyer attack: 
am sure that if ft were to be renewed to-day it would meet uni- Mr. KING. The contro\ersy betn-een the supporters of Ad
\ersal condemnation in the United States; nor would such a miral Beatty and the supporters of Admiral Jellicoe will con
recommendation deter me from the position which I am now tinue as long as men are interested in naval warfure; but I 
as uming, namely, that there should be an exhaustive inquiry venture the assertion, with all due deference to my distinguished 
with a view to determining what our naval program should be. friend, that a careful examination of the record made by Ad-

Mr. MoKELLA.R. Mr. President, will the Senator yield miral Jellicoe-not only the report which he first made to the 
again? British Admiralty, but as he recorded the events in his most 
· Mr. KING. I yield. interesting book-will confirm the view which I expressed, 
l\lr. McKELLAR. I dislike to interrupt the Senator so that the submarines were regarded as a factor in that great 

much, but I should like to ask him this question: Unless we battle, perhaps the greatest naval batt1e that the world has 
ha\e an agreement between England, Japan, and the United ever seen. It is quite likely their work '\Tas negati\e rather 
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than positi\e. I concede that the torpedo flotilla was of vit~l 
importance, and the British ships suffered greatly from th~1r 
attacks. 

1\lr. GERRY. If the Senator will yield, the statements in 
regard to the battle and. the controversy that is going on-not 
only the statements made in Admiral Jellicoe's own report but 
the statements in the reports of other naval officers and of other 
naval critics-show very clearly that in that battle the sub
marine played very little part. The Senator must know full 
well that that battle was fought with ships going at 20 knots 
or better-the battle cruisers, of course, were going a great deal 
faster-that a submarine, with the number of destroyers and 
the number of surface ships operating, would, if it should come 
close enough to torpedo a battleship, have to submerge; that 
the fastest that the German submarine or any other. submarine 
that we know of at this time cap proceed at under water is 12 
knots. The result is that unless the submarine is ahead of the 
battle fleet, she can not come in contact with the battleship she 
wishes to attack. She is losing ground constantly. The battle
ship is going at least two knots to her one. The result of this is 
that a submarine attack, after she submerges, can be made 
only when the battleships happen to run across her course. 
With the Germans proceeding the way they were in the Battle 
of Jutland, at great speed, it was impossible, whe~ the fleets 
met, for the submarines to be in great force to ass1st the Ger
man attack and the result of that- is very clearly broug-ht out 
in the whol~ account of the battle; and I doubt if one -vessel of 
importance was sunk in that battle by a submarine, although 
some warships were torpedoed. It was the destroyers that 
made the attack with the torp_edoes, not the submarines. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator proceeds upon the 
theory that the battle at every stage was a running bat_tle,_ at 
great speed, whereas the facts are tha_t ~here were slow c1rcling 
movements and many -vessels were so lllJUred that they dropped 
out of the fighting line. But I am not contending that in the 
battle itself the submarines were active or greatly important; 
but the fear of their presence, the knowledge that there were 
many between the German fleet and its base was· in the mind of 
the British commanders and influenced them in the course 
which they followed. 

There was the fear of the submarine lm·king in those waters, 
and the British admiral did not deem it safe to pursue the Ger
man fleet in the direction of the harbor to which it fled. 

Mr. GERRY. I will say to the Senator that I do not belie-ve 
it would have been possible for the Germans to have prevented 
action and changed their course, returning to their own port, 
if it had not been for the destroyer attack, as I said before, and 
Admiral Jellicoe changing his course on account of thl\t attack. 
Then when he resumed his course, it was too late for him to 
come' in contact with the German fleet before night. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, it is quite obvious that if two such 
experts as the Senator from Rhode Island and myself differ 
respecting that battle, there will be differences between sup
porters of Admiral Beatty and Admiral Jellicoe and the ad
herents of Admiral von Scheer. 

Mr. GERRY. I will say to the Senator that I am quoting 
entii·ely from the reports. 

1\fr. KING. The Senator places one interpretation upon the 
reports, and I do not quite agree with my friend upon the 
interpretation which he places upon them. 

I was about to add one word, and then I shall conclude. 
l\fr. President, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] has been 

pressing for some time a very important measure. I am not 
sure that I agree with it in all details; but the situat~on now is 
such as to require, in my opinion, some coordination of the 
activities of the War Department and the Navy Department 
with respect to the production of aircraft. I think it is a mis
take to have two departments building airplanes. There ought 
to be coordination in the construction of naval and military 
planes. I am not so sure but that an interdepartmental bureau, 
consisting of naval officers and Army officers, and perhaps one 
or more civilians, should be created for the purpose of devising 
the naval and military aircraft. Certain it is that the war has 
demonstrated the importance of aircraft, and we must make 
suitable provisions for the construction of the best aircra'ft 
that can be produced in the world. There must be a coordina
tion of the agencies engaged in devising and producing naval 
and military planes, to the end that efficiency and economies 
will result. 

EUERGEKCY TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the W!J.ole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15275) imposing temporary duties 
upon certain agricultural products to meet present emergencies, 
to provide revenue, and for other purposes. 

l\1r. WALSH of 1\Iontana. 1\Ir. President, I inquire what is 
the matter before the Senate 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business, the 
tariff bill. . 

Mr. WALSH of 1\Iontana. I got an impression from the dis
cussion that perhaps some other subject had been presented for 
the consideration of the Senate. 

I desire to say at this time just a few words not upon the 
merits of the measure at all; but on Wednesday, at the conclu
sion of the morning business, I made a motion to proceed with 
the consideration of the measure that had heretofore been under 
discussion and consideration by the Senate, namely, S. 4746. 
Pending that motion the distinguished Senator from North 
Dakota [1\fr. McCuMBER] entered upon a discussion of the pend
ing measure, and mtroduced his remarks with some comments 
on the appropriateness of the motion submitted by mys~lf, pre
senting the view that the question addressed to the Senate was 
the relative importance of those two measures. 

I do not care to have that condition of affairs go unchal
lenged. I very freely concede-indeed, I assert-that the _pend
ing measure is one of vastly greate~· importance than the one 
the consideration of which I sought to have at that time. Let 
me remark in that connection that the bill which was then under 
consideration is a bill the purpose of which is to change the law 
of the District of Columbia in relation to proceedings for forcible 
entry and unlawful detainer. The existing, statute is an ex
ceedingly drastic one, conceded I think even by its friends to be 
unusually unjustifi~ble, unnecessarily harsh with respect t:o 
tenants. The measure was reported by the Judiciary Commit
tee, which thought an amendment to that law ought to be 
enacted. 

It seemed a very small matter, and one that ought to be dis
posed of in a very short while. It received the consideration of 
the Senate something like two weeks ago, after the morning busi
ness had been transacted. Various amendments to the bill were 
proposed, they were discussed at some considerable length, and 
eventually either adopted or rejected, and the bill arrived at its 
:final stage, and there only remained to be taken a final \Ote 
when the Senator from Washington [1\Ir. PoiNDEXTER] got the 
floor and consumed all the intervening time until the hour of 
2 o'clock arrived, when the bill was displaced by the unfinished 
business before the Senate. 

On last Tuesday practically the same proceeding was repeated. 
The bill was up for consideration after the disposition of the 
morning business, regularly before the Senate, and we went 
through with exactly the same proced-ure. After it had arrh·ed 
at the final stage and the question was as to whether the bill 
should pass, the Senator from Washington [l\fr. PoiNDEXTER] 
again took the floor and discussed the bill as though it were 
one which was then for the first time before the Senate. He 
discussed the general character of the bill, the general merits of 
the bill, and the usual statutes relating to forcible entry and 
unlawful detainer, and so on, lmtil the hour of 2 o'clock ar
rived, when, according to the rules of the Senate, it was again • 
displaced. 

Those of us who are n~t unfamiliar with such a procedure 
had no hesitancy in arriving at the conclusion that the Senator 
'Iom Washington, who is, for some reason or other, opposed to the 
bill, took that method of killing it, and it occurred to me that in
asmuch as the discussion of the subject had been exhausted, as I 
thought, upon two separate days, if we could only keep the bill 
before the Senate for 10 minutes, the pressure upon the Senator 
from Washington from the friends of the present measure would 
be so powerful that he would desist frcm further discussion and 
we would have a vote on that bill. 

So I desire to advise the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
l\fcCUMBEB] that it was not upon the theory at all that the 
bill to amend the procedure in actions of forcible entry and un
lawful detainer in the District of Columbia was of importance 
to the country grbter than that of the pending measure, that 
I pressed the motion at that time. It was simply in the hope, 
and I may say in the expectation, that if the bill were kept 
before the Senate for 15 minutes more we should have been 
able to dispose of it either one way or the other, either to vote 
it up or vote it down, and then the regular unfinished business 
would come before the Senate. 

I desire particularly to advise the. Senator from North Dakota 
that I have no disposition at all to embarrass the presentation 
and discussion of the pending measure, and I have no part in 
any parliamentary purpose to obstruct its speedy determination. 

RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE. 

1\lr. 1\IcKELLAR. 1\Ir. President, it is not often that I have 
apything to say about matters sectional. Somehow or other 
sectional matters have never appealed to me very greatly in my 
service in Congress. I am quite sure, so far as I can recall, 
that during the nearly 10 years I have served in the two 
branches of the Congress I have never mentioned a sectional 
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matter, .and I would not do so now -except .fo1r some statements 
which have been made, and but for a bill which has been in~ 

· trodueed in arother body which would very · vita1ly . a.ffect the 
people of, my · State. 

"\Vhen I say I ba \e not discu ed sectional matters; it 'cloes 
-not ·mell!l1 that· I do nob lo're the· part Of the country from which 

: I come, :for I "do '\ti.th all my heart, jm;t as : I love the whole 
country. As· I rfeel •about• ·t, I put 'Americanism before section
n1ism. 

' But we ought to be fair ·nbout such' things, and I want to call 
the -Senate s nttention at this • time very briefly to an article 
which·•has recently appeared, which I believe ill· make us· all 
-feel _just ·a little bit"IDOl'e considerate• of the various ·sections, 

· and ·make us ' f€el ·now easy··and unfair it is to criticize others 
without ·knowi::o.g ·all the 'facts. The fact shown in this article 
is an exemplification of· the ·good old Scriptural doctrine that 
.we frequently-~e motes ·in dther people's eyes ·with,out disco\er~ 
ing the• beums that a:re 'Within onl' own. 

)'l'lle article is· entitled ." As ' Ha.rtford sees us," and is taken 
from the Na.Shville •Tennes e.n of January 24, 1921, and reads 
as 1 fdllows : 

{F1·om l:hc Na .h"ille Tenne an; Monday. morning, Jan. 24, 1921.] 

AS li IcrFORD SEES "CS. 

The pre s Of 'the _ nited States, and especially that part of it which 
is hostile to the 1South, 1las had considerable to sa:y on di francbisement 
and reduction •Of Southern' representation in Congress since Congress
man TINKHAM introduced his South.baiting resolution. 

There is nothing new in what the New England press has to say of 
us, but it is rarely that we see so frank a statement as that which ap

· pe.ar d dn the Hnrtford (Goon.) Times: 
" If Negroes are to exercise their rights under the Constitution they 

can.drive out of power every officeholder in the extreme Southern States. 
As they become more dis atisfied over their impotence in J?Olitical 
&ffairs, and if they cun s~e no change in the South, they '"Wlll come 
North, thus depriving the South of labor which it needs." 

The statements Of New Englanders have .gone unchallenged so long 
that a· comparison of election restrictions of that group of States with 
the ll ·States ot the o-calleu "solid South" may ·be of interest. 
.In the New Englllnd group ther~nre .l'ix States. Each and every ·one 

of those States. has hedged the ballot box with re tl:ictions. They are: 
Conneeticut :• Good moral character. Ability to I'e.ad the Constitu

tion. 
Maine: Ability to read the Constitution and write nan1c. Paupe1·s 

and persons u..1der ~uardianship ~re denied the right to vote. 
. _rassachusetts : 1Abili ty to read · the Const1tntion and write nan1e. 

Poll tax. 

I stop long · enough to ay that if we had that law in T n~ 
nes ee there would be many more depri\ed of the right to vote 
than are deprived there now nder our law. The law of Ten
nessee, so far as' NegroesToting is concerned, is \Cry .much more 
liberal than the la.w in Massachusetts, ·the home of my friend 
Congressman Tr::-o."KH.AM. ·The ntticle continues: 

New llampshll.'e: Ability .to read Constitution and write name. 
Paupers and nontaxpa.yers aro denied the right to vote. 

Rhode Island : Prope1·ty qualification. Paupers and persons under 
guardianship denied .right to vote. Registry tax of $1 required. 

Vermont: Good behavior. Ex-Confederates are denied right to vote. 
Four out of the six States ha\e educational qualificatiollll; three out 

of the six insist upon the ability • to read and write; two bar non
taxpayers ;. and one disfranch].s{'s ex-Cofifodcrates, the only other .State 
in the Union .to .have a simila law ·beiUH 'Kansas. 

In the Southern !!roup there. are 11 States. One of 'them. lientuaty, 
has no restrictions. The others are : 

Arkansas :. Poll tax. 
A1abania : P.roperty or ability to read and write, and .employment. 

"Florida: Ability to read Constitution and write .name. 
Geo1·gia : Ability- to rend. 
J~ouisinna: ·Property or ability·io read' and· rite. 
1\11 issippi : Ability to 1·ead · or explain the Constitution. , Poll tax. 

Delinquent taxpayers denied the. .right to vote. 
North Carohna: Ability to read •and ·write. ' Poll ta-x. 
South' Carolina· .Ability to read and -write for per ons.nob registered 

prior to. .Ta.nurrry 1, 1898. Poll tax. 
Tennessee: 'Poll· tax. 
VIrginia : Fo11 tax. 
Six of the.lO other States .have pcll. tax t·equirements ;· 7 .ha\e educa

tional requirements, buL2 of these relieve voters of the .ability to 
Tead and write if they are property owners; 2 States have optional 
property- requirements, but ·none makes it lllilndatory. 

In Arkansas, Kentucky, .Tennesse.e, and Virginia. it is easier ~to \ote 
than it is•in .nny-'Single State of the .New England group. 

Tnken as a gl'Oup the restrictions of the New England States aro 
much harder than· those of 'the South. 

With the EXCeiJtion of · Missh;sippi;d!here is .no Southern State# hich 
can compete with the New Hampshire voting requirements, and where 
MississipiJi denies the right of voting to delinquent taxpayers, the 
greater number of tho e deprived of suffrage a.re whites, by r eason of 

· the percentage of property· ownershlll in their favor. 
If the Rru:tior<l Times advises the -Negro to drive out the white 

officeholders in the e:\:t.reme South, and, failing. to move Norlh, the 
Hartford Times IDllSt not objeet 1f the Negro follows that advice when· 
he goes North and dri\es the whites from political power there. 

New England is a long way from the -South. The "down-easter" 
docs not understand either the Negro or.the South. 

· 'Ibe outh understands the Negro, and the Negro understands the 
South. The southerner is eager .and willing to help ..him if be will help 
himsel!. The only Negro problem in the South is the problem presented 
by the bu vbodies, whose sole interest in the Negro is to · use him to 
attract • the· Ppot li~bt of publicity. ·iSocial climbers nowadays "go in" 

~for thiggs. The · egro is. .. ·ew El\gland's social toy. 

If the Hartford Times- will tak<r the trouble to 'investigate the family 
trees of some of those who are lamenting the lot of the Negro, it. 
undoubtedly 'Will find that those who are shedding crocodile tears- for 
the disfranchised Negro are enjoying the fortunes which their forbears 
accumulated in <the African sJave trade. 

l\fr. GERRY. The Senator has ' just called attention in the 
:u-ticle he has read to the iniquitous provision which exists in 
the ' Rhode Island law in regard to the ·qualifications of voters ; 
I -refer to the property qualification. I will say, for the Sen .. 
utor•s· information, that the Democratic' Party in my State for 
-years has fought for the ~bolition Of that qualification, and that 
even ·Republicarr governors have, in their messages to the lecris~ 

·"lature, recommended its abo1ition. But, ·unfortunately, the · Re· 
publican legislature, which has been in control in my ·state· for 

·many years, · has ahvays turned a deaf ear to this plea of our 
people. 

'1\lr. "\VA.LSH· of Montana. !t.Ir. President-- \ 
The PRESIDL.~G OFFICER Does the enator from Tennes~ 

see yield to the Senator from Montana? 
·Mr .. MCKELL.An. I yield. 
!\fr. 'VALSH of Montana. 'That opens up a very interesting 

inquiry, and I desire ta address a· question to the Senator from 
Rhode Island. l\fy recollection is that at the time the Constitu~ 
tion of ihe United. States was adopted practically e\ery one of 
the 13 ·States' had a property qualification in its stattrtes in rela~ 
tion. to suffrage. These w~re one by one mddified so as to grant 
the i·ight of suffrage wtthaut reference to the ownership of 
property. 

Mr. ·McKELLAR. Rhode Island, I think, is the only State 
which still has such a qualification. 

:Mr. ·wALSH of Montana. It was not acc·omplished, of course, 
without a struggle. It may be r called that the State of· Mary~ 
land was the. pioneer in the new Democratic mo"Vement to -re~ 
mo\e the property qualification to the rtght of suffrage, and 
that the· enactment of the statute so incensed Justice· Chase, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that· be indulged in a 
-very bitter .harangne at the circuit where· .he was holding coui't 
against the Legislature of the State of Maryland for enacting . o 
revolutionary a statute, evidently leading, us be thought, to the 
disruption of all goveTnment. 

His charges thus made became the foundation for impeach~ 
ment proceedings that were subsequently in tituted against him . 

I was interested to know just exactly 'tthat are the· considera~ 
tions which 'thus have induced the State of Rhode I land during 
all this long course of years to · retain ;an ob olete EtyStem so in
consistent with modern Democratic ideas. 

dr. GEllRY. I will say to the Senator from Mont~ · that 
it is purely ~ for the purpose of politica) control. 

1\lr. ·W.A.LSH of Mas achnsetts. "May ' I not add al 0' that one 
of the pm·poses· for these qualifications in ·various States uf ' 'the 
Union has been to ·prevent the immigrant cla s fram being 
readily and speedily ·giren an opportunity to exerci e the fran~ 
chise? 

Mr. McKELLAR. .All of which goes to .show thnt it is a Joc!ll 
•question in the \arious States. One ·State · desir s to exclude 
one class and another State another class. I wishe<l to cull the 

~ attention of the ·Senate and the country to the facrthat, Eo ' far 
as the laws are concerned, the New England laws are. ery much 
more -severe in denying the right of· suffrage than those in the 
community from which I · come. If all · the .Cegroes, wirhout 
regard to literacy, migrate<l to the ' New England States 1 am 
sure that under the· laws above set out they would be :deor;ved 
of their \Oting privileges more than· they are now depri1·ell in 
my · section, and especially in my 'State. The various sections 
of our country should be fair one to the· other. 

1\lr. FLETCHER and :Mr. McCUMBER addressed the Cbair. 
-The : PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten~ 

n ee yield, ·and if so, to wham? 
1\fr. 1\.lcKELL.AJl. Will the Senator from Flori<la pard0n me 

while '! 3-ield to the chairman of the committee? 
11\.lr. FLETCHER. Oertainly. . 
l\11'. McCUMBER. I wish to suggest to the ·Senntor that in~ 

asmucb as we have iliacus e<l everything this afternoon from 
Negroes to battleships, will not the Senator kindly gi"Ve u his 
views in some way upon the bill which we ha\e before the 
Senate? 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. I hope to do that before the debate is 
closeu. I -understood from Senators oo your side, I belie\P the 
chairman of the committee among others, that the fullest Iati· 
tude was to be given for the debate on the subject. The SUb· 
ject of the tariff is a very comp:icated one and deserve, the 
illlost careful -and P.ainstaking scrutiny. ·we should .not Imr~ 
riedly and thought:essly put into effect these pTohibiti\e rates. 
Each should have careful investigation and ·discu sion. Only 
-two subjects, I believe, wheat and sugar, .have as yet been <.lis· 
cussed at all. 1\Iuch latitude in debate·;should be allowed. 
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1\lr. McCUl\fBER. If that latitude, of course, includes discus

sion of the Negro problem, the battleship program, and so forth, 
the discussion of the Se:o.ator is ~ell within the limits. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is in acc01:d with the customs of the Sen
:ate as I have found them to be sin~e I came here, I will say 
to the Senator. I have known fe.w, if any, bills of any impor
tance to pass without other matters being discussed during suc)l 
consideration. It may be a bad practice, but it is one of the 
favorite practice.s of the Senate, as we all know. I now yield 
to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The State of ·Florida was mentioned by 
the Senator in this connection. I wish to state that the elec
tion-laws in Florida provide for the qualification of voters that 
they shall be registered, that they shall pay a poll tax·, and that 
they shall vote the secr:et ballot under the Australian ballot 
system. It applies to black and white and everybody · else. 
There is no discrimination whatever. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does it apply to aU counties in the State! 
Mr. FLETCHER. 'Yes; to all counties. 
I wish to read from an edit<1rial recently published in the 

Florida Times-Union, as follows: 
Tbe laws of tbe State of Florida make no discrimination whatever 

on account of race, color, or pr:evious condition of servitude. TbeJ.:e is 
no prerequisite to the exercise of the right of suffrage that applies to 
the bl~ck man that does not apply to the white man. The law is suc.b 
as to discriminate against ignorance, but it discriminates against white 
ignor:mce just as much as against black ignorance. 

That discrimination against ignorance means that each elector 
is required to go into a booth and mark his own ballot secretly 
and without any co.mmunication with anyone else. 

A discrimination of this kind which is llOW treated as an offense, 
was considered both right and desirable when this State and a number 
of others adopted systems that were intended to keep from voting men 
who could not read their ballots and mark them prop~I.y. It was 
called an electoral reform the~ and it would be classed as such now 
by the Republicans who are attacking the South if States that voted 
the Republican ticket were in question. 

That is a ~lear statement of the situatio.n in Florida. 
EM:.ERGENCY TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, xesumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1527.5) imposing temporar duties 
upon certain ag1icultural products to meet present emergencies, 
to provide revenue, and fo.r other pur.poses. 

1\lr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from No1·th 
!Dakota [Mr. MoCmrnER] a moment ago suggested to the Sena
tor from Tennessee [Mr. l\fcKELLAB] that we ought to begin a 
discussion of the tariff que.stion and lay off of the Negro, as he 
terms him, and the battleships for awhile. The Democratic .side 
of the aisle has been waiting all day, or, at ,least, since the dis
tinguished Senator from North Carolina [1\lr. ·SIMMONS] .made 
his very able speech revealing the iniquities of the present so
called emergency tariff 'bill, for some one on .the other side of 
the aisle who favors the legislation to spea:k in its behalf. We 
were in hopes, and we still have hopes, that some one on that 
side of the aisle will give some reason to the Senate for some 
of the provisions which are embodied in the so-:ealled emergency 
tariff bill. The only justification that has been offered for any 
provision in the bill is with reference to wheat, and that was 
offered by the distinguished Senator from North Da:kota. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What other speeches have been made in 
favor of the tariff bill except the speech of the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

Mr. HARRISON. The so-called emergency tariff legislation 
includes 18 various articles -or more) including sugar, cottonseed 
oil, cotton, fresh meat, live stock, hides, shoes, and innumerable 
other propositions that mean so much to the American people 
and are so important, none of the ·provisio.ns with reference to 
which have been justified or attempted to be justified in a 
speech upon ·the 1loor of the ·Se-nate by a single Senator on the 
other side of the aisle, except the Senator from North Dakota 
on the question of wheat .alo1;1e. 

Mr. SI1.\1MONS. And yet they are ready for a vote right .now. 
l\1r. HARRISON. And yet the Senator~ on that sid,e are 

· crying for a vote. We all know what that means. I have been 
trying for three days to .get the floor to make u speech here, 
nn<l I can ·not do it 'because Senators intervene and interrupt. 

Yesterday the Senate recessed over my -protest and over the 
protest of this side of the aisle. I was in .the midst of a speech, 
I was deeply interested in it, my mind concentrated upon it, 
trying to reveal the iniquities of the proposition and point out 
to the American people the infamy of the act of the Republican 
majority here in trying to impose this greater burden upon the 
backs of the toiling m-asses and the consumers of · the land, 
when the Senator from Pennsylvania [1\fr. PENROSE], with all 
the majesty that ·he possesses and the great power of the chair
manship of the Committee on Finance, interrupted me and got 

into almost a wordy controversy with the Presiding Officer · over 
his right to suggest the absence of a quorwu so that he might 
ask the Senate to take a recess. 

There was a majority on this side of the aisle who did. not 
want to take a :recess, who did not want any suggestion of the 
absence of a quorum to be made in tb,.e midst of a Senator's 
speech about the infamous provisions of the bill, and yet a re
cess was taken. So I am going to ask now, because at the time 
I was discussing the sugar provisions whe:o. the Senator from 
Louisiana interrupted me, to have read at the desk a very in
teresting article that appearea in the Evening World of Janu
ary 20 on the very important question of sugar. l know that 
the Senator from North Dakota respects the ;views of this great 
American paper and that the Senate will be edified to hear what 
it says. It is headed "Trick tariff sugar boost 11c:alls threat 
of trust,' Our losses must be paid.'" I ask to have 1t read from 
the Secretary's de.sk. · 

l\fr. WALSH of Montana. Pending the reading of the article, 
I desire to inquire of the Senator from Mississippi about the 
proceedings here to-day. I was obliged to be absent a good .POl'
tion of the day in connection with the work of one of the .com
mittees of the Senate. My understanding is that the discussion 
of the naval program_, which took up a good portion of the afte.r
noon, was precipitated by some remarks made by a Senator 
upon the other side of the aisle. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Idaho [1\fr. BORA.H], J 
will say to the Senator from Montana, _made a very eloquent 
and veey able speech upon that que.stion and started the dis
cussion, after the distinguished Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. SmMo~s] had made his very able speech on the eD;ler
gency ·tariff bill, which was not attempted to be answered. by 
any Senator on the other side of the aisle. They sat in their 
seats dumbfounded and made no reply to it, and would not even 
ask the Senator questions so that be might reveal the vru·ious 
misrepresentations which they are trying to put fortb to the 
American people. . · , 

I ask that the article I have sent to the desk may be read. 
The PltESIDING OF,F'ICER. 'Vitbout objection, the Secre

tary will read. 
The Assistant Secretary read as follows: 

T.ruCK TARIFF SUGAR BOOST RECALLS THREAT OF TRUST, " OUR LOSSES 
MusT BE PAID "-;Fon.ox.EY i\1E(\SlJ.RE's TAx o~ Co su IEns $366-
ooo,ooo, WouLD JusT .covEn ;LossEs OF SuGaR INTE.REsTs' WHEN 
GOUGIN(i PLAXS COLLAPSED. 

WASHINGTON, January fO. 
-The ultimate consum£>.r received due notice of wbat Congress :was 

going to do to protect the sugar interests, which, through greed $d 
the exe_rctse of ba.d judgment, had sustained immense losses, as long 
ago as the end of~ast September. At tba,t time ·Edwin F. Atkins, an 
official of the American Sugar Refining Co., who has -since allied him
self with another big sugar concern, said ino an interview : 

:·The .fall ln raw-sugar p.rices between July 1 -and September 15 of 
th1s year (1~20) has caused a loss of $250,000,000, which some one 
must s.tand." · 

'l'he "some one" who .has been selected by the sugar interests and 
tpeir fi.J,lancial allies and tl;leir allies in the Congress of the United Stat~s 
to stand tb~ loss bas been identified. He is the purchaser of sugar at 
retail, and, as the Evening World xevealed yesterday, he is expected 
to pay off the loss at the rate of 4 cents a pound, which is the increase 
!tbo~~ price of sugar the ForCney emergency tariff bill would bring 

Since the time Mr. Atkins gave out his interview the losses of the 
sugar· interests have mounted to approximately $365,000,{)00. That the 
Fordn.ey bill would impose a direct tax of about $366,000,000 on the 
people is illustrative of the fact that the gentlemen who prepared •the 
sugar amendment are in pretty close ,touch' with the sugar interests 
that want to be reimbursed ,by the people for their business losses. 

The statement of the Evening World that the passage of the Fordney 
bill would automatically raise the retail price of sugar 4 cents a pound 
has been attacked by the sponsors of the sugar amendment, as a matter 
of course. But the Evenmg World's statement is based not only on 
information obtained from the best authorities in the country but .on 
the amendment itself. 

FIGURES PROVE COXTEMPLATED 4-CEXT RAISE. 

The amendment provides for a tax on raw sugar material not above 
75° test by the polariscope of 2.13 cents a pound-this ln addition to 
the e:rls:ting ta..,. ot 1.004 cents a pound on imports from Cuba and 
1.256 cen.ts a pound on imports from other countries. The object of 
the bill ;is to drive Cuban sugar from the market in the United States 
until the ·present surplus supply is exhausted. · 

The bill further provides that for every addltiont~l degree of test 
over 75° there shall be imposed an add,itional tax of .078 of ,a cen.t. 
It happens tha-t practicnlly all the sugar affected by the sugar amend
ment in the Forduey bill is 96 per cent test. Therefore the bill actually 
imposes a tax of 2.13 cents a po.und plus two ·times seventy-eight one
thousandths of ,a ceut, making a total tax of 3.77 cents per pound. 
In other words, the bill, which professes to tax 75 per cent sugar, 
actually taxes 96 per cent sugar, and the difference ·between 96 points 
and 75 point.s is 21 poinis, and these 21 points add 1.64 ceuts to the 
nominal rate of 2.13 cents. -

The sugar e<tperts say ·that when the beneficiaries of the Fordnev 
legislation tuck the extra tax on their price they will make it an even 
number addition and charge ~ cents instead ot 3.77 cents. ·tOf cQurse, 
this will.amount to· considerable of an extra profit when the vast amount 
of sugar -involved is taken into consideration. It amounts to alinost a 
quarter of a cent a pound, and a quarter of a cent a pound on an esti· 
mnt~>d consumption of 8,960,000,000 pounds lllakes a trifle of $22 -
4.00,000 ,whiclt the sugar barons will plck up on the side--in the event 
of the passage of t~e Fordney bill. • 

• 
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P.1LM;n's MIST~KE I::-f HE;Pnm Lop~srANA GRo_:nns. • American public a little more just now to purchase . their sugar 
On the lOth of last October it was quite apparent to everybody in should the bill become a law, but I think it is better that we 

the 13ugar business that the market was glutted with sugar beyond the should make the sugar industry in this country self-sustaining. 
point of immediate absorption. In other words, the supply was away l\lr. KING. Has the Senator from North Dakota any idea 
11head of the demand. There started from Washington to New York how many millions, tens of millions, or hundreds of millions 
about that date the "flying squadron" of the Department of Justice to -
expose food profiteers in the metropolis. With the "squadron" was of dollars will be added to the burdens .of the purchasers of 
John B. Floyd, who had the title of statistician. Mr. Floyd on reach- sugar as a result of the enactment of this measure? 
in~,~~: ~~~1e s~~d ihe United States will pass through another period l\lr. McCUMBER. I think it will be very few hundreds of 
of short supply of sugar before the end of the year and in the early millions, if it adds to their burdens at all. There are those on 
months or 1921, I have no doubt." the committee, Mr. President, who are very much better in-

We are now in the early months <1f 1921 and the surplus supply of formed as to the sucrar industry than 1 elf d 1 ·u sugar in tl:.e country amounts to 1,250,000 tons despite the predictions o . mys am, an Wl 
of a shortage by a statistician on the Government pay roll. Perhaps allow them to answer the questiOn of the Senator from Utah. 
the accura~y of this :prediction expla~s why all inquiries about the 

1 
However, .the Senator from Utah comes from a sugar-producing 

beet-sugar mdustr:v which reach th': Agncultural DepartJ?ent are .turned State and I should be glad to have his opinion on the sub]'ect 
over to Truman G. Parker, who Is very well known m Washmgton. If h ' . . . · 
Mr. Parker iseo. lobbyist for the beet-sugar interests. The authority for e sees reasons why th1s b1ll should not be enacted mto law 
this comes from men jn the sugar industry. and sees in it any injustice to the consumers of the country, 

o. o. P. LOBBY IN HURRY To PAss BILL. being interested in the subject, and sugar being a very im-
Senator PENROSE's d~claration to the Senate yesterday that he in- portant production of his own State, undoubtedly the Senator 

tends to hurry the passage of the Fordney emergency tariff bill indi- bas more information on the subject, · when it comes down to 
cates that the men back of the measure want to rash it through before 
the people have. a chance to learn what it is all about. The Evening mere estimates Of cost, than rmyself have. 
World's expos~ of the real motive of the measure-the reimbursement l\Ir. KING. , l\Ir. President, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
of the sugar interests and their allied financial institutions-has already wa expressing no opinion in regard to the merits or demerits 
set up some formidable hurdles in the path of the rush program, al-
though the Evening World correspondent ls informed that a canvass of the bill; neither have I had the advantage which the Senator 
has been made and that Representative FORD~EY and Senators GAY, has had of bearing the testimony which has been offered in 
SMoOT, and PENROSE believe they have the votes to put the bill over. support of the bill. He is a distinguished member of the im-

~heir hopes lie in the fact that they have taken care of every agri- C 
cultural and stock-raising interest that has suffered business losses. portant ommittee on Finance; he has given years of study to 
The bill looks out for the wheat grower, the tobacco grower, the cotton tariff problems, and I was wondering whether information llacl 
grower, the frozen-meat industry, the butter and egg industry, and so been adduced before the committee that would show the addi
on. It touches tlte interests of every Member of Congress having an 
agricultural constituency. To these is held out the implied thTeat that tional cost to the buyers of sugar in the United States that 
if they oppose the sugar amendment, the amendment in which they are would result from the passage of this bill. If no such te timon·y 
most vitally interested is in danger. The word has been passed that the bas been offered, then, of course, I shall not press my friend to 
bill will have to go through in its entirety. 

The original Fordney bill has been passed by the Ilouse. But after answer the question. 
it reached the Senate Committee on Finance amendments were tacked l\Ir. McCUl\IBER. I think there was testimony offer ed on 
onto it. Seven of these amendments were added last Saturda~ that subject, but 1 bav~ it not before me. , 

Tbe trickery und.:!rlying the bill is shown by a statement given out l\Ir. KING. l\Joy 1 ask one other questl'on of the Senator?. to the Washington correspondents on Saturday that the increase on "" 
sugal" would amount to only 2.63 per hundred pounds until the retail l\fr. l\fcCUMBER. Certainly. 
price reach~s 10 cents a pound. The Evening World has shown that l\fr. KING. The Senator called attention to t):le fact that 
the increase to be passed along to the con umer amounts to 4 cents fl. 
pound and that the provision that the retail price shall not exceert 10 unless this measure was passed the sugar industry in the 
cents a pnnnd is of no V<llue, because it is made to apply to a condition South might suffer materially. 1\Iay I ask the Senator whether 
that will not exist. it was the purpose of the Finance Committee to take care of all 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. l\lr. President, the article which has just business enterprises in the United States in all lines of industry 
been read into the RECORD, after reciting the losses that have that were suffering during the present period of readjustment? 
been incurred by the Sugar Trust, stated, in substance, that I may say to the Senator before he answers that question, if 
those who framed the particular amendment to the bill were that be true, then we should take care of the laboring r..:en who 
very much in touch with the interest which desired to recoup are thrown out of employment; we should take care o'f the 
those losses and to have the recouping done at the expense of retailers who without fault have sustained great losses; we 
the ultimate consumer. I do not believe that those who framed should take care of the cotton growers who have been com
the amendment had anything to do or were in any respect in pellecl to sell their cotton, if they could find a market at all, at 
touch with the great sll'gar interests or the refining companies. less than the cost price; we should be compelled to pay the 
It is in evidence which has been presented again and again be- woolgrowers compensation, perhaps by an appropriation for 
fore the Senate that there is a loss to the beet-sugar interests in the losses which they have sustained. In other words, does not 
Utah of about $4 per ton in manufacturing beets into sugar; the Senator think that if we predicate our legislation upon 
there is also a heavy loss in Louisiana among the cane growers. the theory of making reparation for injuries which have been 
In new of that condition, the Senators from Louisiana pre- the result of the application of economic Jaws, we are not only 
sented the matter of protection for sugar to the Committee on prostituting the powers of the Federal Government, but we are 
Finance. The Committee on Finance was impressed with the going far beyond what we can possibly accomplish? 
logic of their arguments and the necessity for the amendment; 1\Ir. l\IcCUl\fBER. I can answer the Senator, and answer 
and so, although there was a difference of opinion, the com- him Yery briefly, indeed. The question has been answered 
mittee by a majority vote ·inserted in the bill the amendment several times. 
which was sponsored by the two Senators from Louisiana. I am The purpose of the committee was to afford relief to the agri
certain that neither of those Senators has eve:· talked with a cultural industries of the United States, both in the matter of 
representative of the Sugar Trust or bas performed his duties grain raising and sheep raising and stock raising, because wo 
actuated by a desire to serve the particular interests of the believed that they were suffering more from importations than 
refining companies. any other indush·y in the United States, because we believed 

l\Ir. KING. 1r. President-- that the depression in the prices was due not alone to the present 
The PI:ESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North importations but to the immense- importations which were 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? about to' come into the country; and we felt certain that as the 
l\Ir. l\1cCUl\IBER. I yield. American grain producer, for instance, can produce all of tlle 
l\Ir. Kll'TG. I have a great deal of confidence in the Senator grain that is necessary to be consumed in the United States, 

from North Dakota and in his desire to legislate for the interest and as grain is coming in that is being produced very much 
of the American people. I have no doubt be has studied the cheaper than it can be produced in the United States, we ought 
question with much care, and I should like to ask him, in the to give to the American farmer as much as we coulu the 
light of his study of the question, what effect the pending tariff American market until he could be placed upon his feet again. 
bill, if it shall be enacted into law, will have, directly r.nd indi- These conditions will not last forever, of course, and we 
rectly, upon the sugar purchaser-that is, the consuming public hope that the present deplorable conbitions will be \ery short
in the United States-to what extent will it raise prices? lived; but we are certain that they are affected very materially 

1\Ir. 1\fcCUMBER. I think temporarily it will raise prices, by the vast imports and threatened imports that are coming 
and naturally so. into the country. I have left the matter of the discussion of 

1\Ir. KING. Has the Senator any idea how much the tariff the sugar schedule and all that affects the sugar interest to 
duty will cost the consuming public and. how much it will inure those members of the committee who, like the Senator him elf, 
to the advantage of the sugar producer? have greater expert knowledge upon that subject than I have. 

l\fr. l\Ic0Ul\1BER. To-day, l\lr. President, it is a question of 1\fr. KING. l\Ir. President, will the Senator permit just one 
life and death to the cane-sugar producers. I believe in main- question, ·and then I shall sub ·ide? 
taining the sugar industry of the United States; I think in the The PRESIDIKG OFFICER. Does the Senator from NOf'th 
end it will be beneficial . to do so. I think it may cost the Dakota yield to tho Senator from Utah? 
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1\lr. 1\lcCUUBER. I yield. 
1\Ir. KIKG. Tbe Senator has alluded to the impartations of 

grain, and I suppose he alludes to the importations from 
Cannda. I ask for information. Does not the record show 

' that, taldng it during the past year, o-nr exportations to Canada 
of cereals and the 'arious forms of cereals were substantially 
the same as the importations of cereals? · 

l\lr. 1\fcGmffiER. I think not. I do not care about enter
ing upon the discussion of that matter at this time, but 
according to the testimony of the Senator from North Carolina 
om· exports to Canada would ·be very much lower. What I 
want to get at, ho-wever, is what the Senator bases his figures 

. upon, and' whether he includes tobacco, which, of course, is 
·imported almost exclusively from the United States. 

l\lr. KING. The Senator will keep in mind the fact that 
I limited my inter rogatory to cerealfi. and the various forms 
of cereals. The reason why I make the inquiry is because the 
information which I have is that our exports of cereals in all 
forms to Canada are substantially the same as the importations 
from Canada. There i , perhaps, a difference of $20,000',000 
during the year. · 

1\lr. McCUMBER. Let me answer just that one matter. We 
do not export one bu hel of wheat into Canada to be consumed 
in Canada. 

l\lr. KING. No; but \'re export flour and various forms of 
cereals. · . 

~ir. McCUMBER. Yes; our American mills have been able, 
as long as the prices were quite simila1· between the two coun
tries, by reason of pos ibly cheaper manufacture in the United 
States, to compete in the eastern market of Canada with AmeTi
can flour, and there has been considerable flour exported into 
Canaaa, and that has been the case right along for years-not 
merely this year, not merely la"St year, but for 50 years. 

l\lr. KING. I think the Senator will find upon full investi
' tion-and, of course, I assume he has made it-that the exports 
of grain from the United States in · flour and all cereal forms 
will total approximately in value what we have imported 

, from Canada; and moreoyer, as the Senator from North Caro
lina has ·stated, Canada is one of our large purchasers, being 

, the third on the list. I have no doubt, of course, that the dis
tinguished Senator from North Dakota has had in mind, in the 
consideration of this biB, the effect of our attempting to inter
dict trade with Canada, and the possibility of reprisals upon o-nr 
commerce, the result of which might be disastrous to the manu
facturing interests as well as other interests in the Uriited 
States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 'l'he Senator has not only had it in mind, 
1 
but he discu sed it fully two days ago, and does not wish to 
repeat what he said at that time. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. lli. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from ~nssissippi? 
Mr. McCUl\IHEll. I have yielded the floor. 
Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 

North Dakota will let me ask him a question before he sits 
dow·n. . . 

l\lr. HARRISON. Mr. President, am I recognized for a mo
ment? I have been trying to ask a question of the Senator 
from North Dakota. I will take but a moment, if the Senator 
will pardon me. 

The Senator from North Dakota was answering this article 
. in the naper, and referred to the Senators from Louisiana [1\fr. 
RANSDELL and Mr. GAY] as being the men who placed the sugar 
amendment in this bil1. Did I understand the Senator to say 
that? . 

~lr. McCDMEER. Both Senators were necessarily befare 
the committee and urged this sugar tariff. 

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, neither of the Senators from 
Louisiana is on the Finance Committee. Neither of them had 
a vote in that committee. That is my understanding. 

l\lr. McCUl\ffiER. They satisfied the majority of the com
mittee of the righteousness of their contention. 

1Ur. HARRISON. Yes; but neither of those Senators was 
on the Finance Committee. That is my recollection. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. Why, certainly not. 
l\1r. HARRISON. The Senator from North Dakota vated for 

this provision in the committee, did he not? The Senator is in 
fayor of this provision in the bill, is he not? 

JUr. McCUMBER. I am in favor of every provision in the 
bill. 

1\lr. HARRISON. The Senator is in favor of this provision 
in the bill? 

Mr. McCUl\fBER. And this provision. 
Mr. HARRISON. And Yoted for it in the commiteee? 
1\I:::. McCUl\IBER. And ·yoted for it in the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. That was my question. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 

Senator from North Dakota a question. 
1"he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senato:r from North Carolina? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. Pre ident, I have not the :floor. I 

nave answered questions when Senatars a ked me queBtions, 
but I hnve not the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wanted to a k the Senator from ~ ·orth 
Dakota a question. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Xorth 
Dakota has surrendered the floor, and declines to resume it 
again for that purpose. 

Mr. 1\IcCU!\>IBER. I shall be plea ed to answer questions. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro

lina can take the floor in his own right if he desires to do so. 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the Senator from North 

Dakota has just stated that he wj.ll be pleased to answer ques
tions, and I will ask him a question. I will ask him, becau ·e 
I really want to know ·what the Senator's statement was. I am 
afraid I niisunderstood him, and I wanted to ask him with a 
view of finding out whether or not I ha.-e mi understood his 
statement. . 

I understood the Senator to say, and I want~d to a k him 
if he meant that, that the sugar men had lost large sums of 
money and were in a very distressful condition, and that he 
thought it was better that the general public should bear those 
losses than that the sugar interests should bear them. Am l 
corTect in that understanding of the Senator's statement? · 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I hm.:e not made any 
such statement. 

1\lr. SIMMONS. Then, I misunderstood the Senator. I 
thought that was the purport of his statement, and if that was 
the purport of his statement I thought it was a .-ery remark
able statement. 

Mr. RANSDELL. 1\lr. President, the Louisiana Senators seem 
to have been brought into this controversy, and I wish to thank 
the Senator from North Dakota for coming so generously and 
nobly to their relief. 1\Iy colleague [Mr. GAY] introduced the 
amendment which ha been the subject of so much criticism 
this afternoon. The reference in the New York World of Janu-
ary 20 is to this effect : • 

That the Fordney bill will impose a direct tax of about $366,000 000 
on the people is illustrative. of the fact that the gentlemen who 'pre
pared the sugar amendment are in pretty close touch with the sugar 
interests that want to be reimbursed by the people for their business 
losses. 

I do not know what that means, 1\Ir. President, but if it in
tends to convey the idea that the SenatoTs from Loulsiana have 
any connection whatsoever with the so-called big sugar inter
ests of the United States, I wish to deny it mos-t emphatically. 
The amendment in question was prepared by my colleague [M..r. 
GAY], who lives in the sugar section of our State. It was pre
pared solely for the purpose of trying to lessen the awful1osses 
which the suga1· growers ot·Louisiana are suffering at the pres
ent time and with the purpose of including sugar in the emer
gency tariff bill, if we are to have such legislation to safeguard 
the suffering agricultural interests of this land; and that 'is 
the purpose of the pending emergency tariff bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi

ana yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
1\Ir. RANSDELL. I will yield in a moment. If we are to 

have eme1·gency tariff legislation-and that seemed. to be the 
general opinion of the House o~ Representatives, which passed 
the pending bill by a good majority-the Louisiana Senators 
thought that sugar, which is in just as critical a condition as 
any other agricultural interest, should be included in it. The 
amendment was introduced by .Senator GAY and pressed before 

·the Finance Committee with all the force which my colleague 
and myself possessed, assisted by a delegation of onr 'promi
nent cane growers. If there were any representatives of the 
so~called big sugar interests pressing this amendment before 
that committee, 1 never heard of it. I kiiow there were none 
present when we were there. That is all I can say. I am not 
a member of the committee, and I do not know what may ha\e 
been done by the big sugar interests ; but I do know that the 
Louisiana Senators have no connection with them, and it is 
outrageous that we should be ch·arged, even by innuendo, with 
doing anything improper when we try to look after the interests 
of our co-nstituents and see that they are properly and fairly 
treated in a measure pen(J.ing before Congress. 

I now yield to the Senator from North Oarolina. 
Mr. SUIMONS. 1\Ir. President, of course I know that the 

Senators from Louisiana had no improper motive w~th reference 
to this matter; but t~e Senator made the ~tatement a while ago 
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that the purpose of that amendment was, in substance, to 
recoup the producers of sugar for the tremendous losses that 
they had sustained. 

Mr. RANSDELL. To prevent them from suffering terrible 
l9sses. Some of them, I will say to the Senator, have their 
~ugar yet on hand. Now, if they are going to lose 8 or 10 cents 
d pound, as they undoubtedly will if it is sold at present prices, 
and if this amendment will result in their getting 2 cents a 
pound-not 4, as indicated in this article of the New York 
'Vorld-a fraction over 2 cents a pound more--"ould that not 
mean a loss of 2 cents a pound less, which is a very considerable 
item? 

Mr. SiilliONS. But the Senator said, as I understood him, 
that this amendment was for the purpose of protecting them 
against the tremendous losses that they have sustained; and 
I want to ask the Senator if he believes it is a proper function 
of tariff legislation or a proper exercise of the po"er of taxa
tion to protect people again&.t losses and enable them to recoup 
the losses that they have already sustained? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I would like to ask the Senator, in reply 
to that question, what is the purpose of this tariff legislation? 
It is an emergency tariff bill to assist the agricultural interests. 
The agricultural interests of this country are in the slough of 
despond, about to be destroyed, and the country depends upon 
agriculture. If we can pass emergency legislation which will 
diminish the awful losses, which some of the best experts say 
amount within the past six months to $8,000,000,000; if we can 
do something by law to lessen this appalling decline in "Value of 
farm products, I will ask the Senator if he does not think it 
our duty as legislators to pass such legislation? I certainly 
think so. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. The Senator asks me what is the purpo e 
of this legislation. I will tell him that one of the purposes of 
it is to deceive and mislead the people of the country, the farm
ing element of the country, with reference to the benefits of 
tariff pt~otection. Another one of the objects of it, with respect 
to sugar, is to pass the losses of the sugar industry from the 
people who have sustained those losses onto the consumers who 
are hereafter to purchase their products. 

1\Ir. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I do not know whether or 
not this bill was gotten up to deceive the American people, but 
I certain]3 do not think so, and I am supporting it in good 
faith. Perhaps the Senator has satisfied himself that his 
charge is correct. I assume he thinks it is correct or he never 
would have made it. I do not think Congress often gets up 
legislation to deceive people. 

But, be that as it may, it seems to me that this legislation 
may be very beneficial. I hope and believe it will prove so. It 
is known to all that the world is going through the greatest 
business and financial crisis of modern times. We are going 
through it not alone in the Old World, but also in America. 
Never have there been such hard times in many parts of the 
world as now. I hope they are going to get better; and this 
bill is an attempt-in my opinion, .an honest attempt-to relieve 
agriculture in America. · 

M1·. President, I would eli like to believe that the many 
good men of both parties who voted for this bill in the House 
of Representatives-and many of the best Democrats there 
voted for it-were guilty of enacting a piece of deceptive legis
lation. Such a prot>osition is monstrous. They may have 
erred in judgment. All of us are liable to make mistakes. 
Possibly the proposed legislation is unwise. If so, it will not 
be the first piece of unwise legislation enacted by the American 
Congress. On its face it purports to relieve agriculture--a 
calling in which nearly one-half of our people are engaged-now 
in desperate straits. 

If agriculture be destroyed, if it becomes S<J unprofitable that 
the people abandon the farms in very much greater numbers 
than they have in the past, if ·they flock into the cities in such 
large numbers that the productive capacity of the farms is very 
seriously reduced during the next 12 months, then I ask Sena
tors what will happen. 'Ve will pro<luce less food than we 
are obliged to have for the consumption of the people; we will 
bring about a most unfortunate state of affairs. There must 
be a balance between the country and the city, between the 
country producer and the city consumer, and if we are going 
to permit by our failure to legislate, a state of affairs in our 
great Republic so unfortunate to the producer that he can not 
earn a decent living or get a fair return for his labor, then~ 
sirs, be is going to abandon the farm. That is what I believe 
this bill is calcUlated to prevent. It takes in practically every 
kind of agriculture. In the form in which the Senate has 
amende<l it it reaches nearly every farm industry. It is not 
local , it is not sectional, it is broad, it is comprehensive, it is 

"' 

far-reaching. It is calculated, sir, to . ::;atisfy the American 
farmer. It is calculated, sir, to give him hope. 

It will soon be time. to put the seed in the groun<l in my 
section of the country. A letter from home to-<lay tells me 
that the weather is good, and that everybody is plowillg, get
ting ready to plant the coming crop. If we can not do some· 
thing to give hope to the millions of farmers who have lost so 
heavily, I repeat that many of them will abandon tlle pursuit 
of agriculture. There can be no higher purpose or object of 
legislation than to promote the interests of such vast numbers 
of people, especially that great class known as agriculturist . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. R.A.KSDELL. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. Can the Senator tell why the junior Senator 

from ~Iississippi [Mr. HARRISON], in sending to the desk the 
article from the New York World, had stricken out all that part 
of the article referring to "Palmer's mistake in helping Louis
iana growers"? 

Mr. RA.."'I\SDELL. The Senator from 1\lississippl is in the 
Chamber--

1\lr. HA.l{RISON. I <lid not want to embarrass the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

1\lr. R~<\.KSDELL. I was not in the Chamber when the article 
was presented. 

l\1r. HARHISON: Is that a can<lid am,wer? 
Mr. S~100T. Very can<lid; and it was exactly "·hat I ex

pected it was done for. But when I put an article in the 
RECORD I want to put it all in; I do not want to put half of 
it in. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator wants the otller half read, 
I have no objection. I wanted to be courteous to the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

1\lr. RAJ.~SDELL. I will say to the Senator that I thank him 
very much; but l\Ir. Palmer has very broad houl<lers. He 
is usually able to take care of himself. It would not embarrass 
me in the slighte t degree, nor do I think it would embarrass 
Mr. Palmer, our very able antl efficient Attorney General, for 
this crit:cism to go in the RECORD. He has been ciiticized so 
much that critici m slip off his shoulders like \Yater off a 
duck's back. 

1\lr. HAURISOX I would be glad if that part of the article 
may be rea<l. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me say--
l\1r. IIARRISOX If the Senator from Utah woul<l have no 

objection. 
1\lr. S:\IOOT. I have none whatever. 
l\1r. HARRISO~. Let us get it in the RECORD, and then we 

can discuss l\1r. Palmer. May I suggest that the lines touching 
1\lr. Palmer and the Louisiana grower be read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there . is no objection, the 
Secretary will read. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The first lin~ stricken through is: 
Special from a staff correspondent of the Evening Wol·ld. 

The next is under the beading, " Palmer's mistake in helping 
Louisiana growers," and reads as follows : 

The attitude of the administration has been singularly stupid on 
sugar. For instance, when Attorney General Palmer ruled that con
sumers in the southern territory served by the Louisiana plantel·s 
sliould pay twice as much for their sugar ns consumers on the At
lantic seaboard; the retail price of sugar in Atlanta, Ga., soared to 42 
cents a pound, and it was undoubtedJy higher ·in smaller communities. 
New Yorkers were getting sugar then at 23 cents a pound retail. 

l\1r. SMOOT. Mr. PTesident, I want to say to the Senator 
from Mississippi if there is not any more truth in the charge 
made against l\1r. Palmer than in some of the figures quoted in 
that article, it will never do Mr. Palmer any harm. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. I think that is h·ue; and that is why I 
have condemned the literature issued by the Republican cam
paign committee, which charged practically what is there 
charged, and which now the Senator from Utah condemns. 

Mr. Sl\100T. I did not say there was not any truth in it, 
but it is exaggerated ; the rates in that article are exaggerated. 

Mr. HARRISON. Exactly as they were exaggerated in the 
campaign literature of the Senator's party. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is the construction the Senator may put 
on it; but I do not think there was an exaggeration in that 
literature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr.• President, I suggest the absence· of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 
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The reading clerk called the roll; and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Brandegee 
Calder 
Capper 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Gerry 
Goc,lling 
II ale 

Harrisvn 
Hetlin 
Johnson, Calif. 
Jones, 1 • Mex. 
.Jones, ·wash. 
K eyes 
King 
Knox 
McCumber 
1\l<.Kellar 

l\fC'Nary 
OY~rman 
P enros0 
Poindexter 
PomP rene 
Rausdell 
Robinson 
Shf'Jlpard 
Shields 
Simmons 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S.C. 
Smoot 
Stanley 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Willis 

Mr. CURTIS. I haYe been requested to announce the absence 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE], the Senator 
from Iowa [l\lr. KENYON], and the Senator from Missouri [:1\It·: 
HEED] on o~ial business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine -senators have an
S\\ered to their names. There is not a quorum present. The 
Secretary will call the roll of absentees. 

The read~ng clerk called ·the names of the absent Senators, 
and 1\fr. GRONNA, l\lr. HARRIS, Mr. PHIPPS, 1\Ir. SPENCER, Mr. 
STERLIKG, and l\Ir. SuTHERLAND answered to their names wheu 
called. 

l\lr. FERNAI.D entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an

swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 
~r. PENROSE. I moYe that the Sergeant at Arms be directed 

to request the attendance of absent Senators. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms is 

directed to request the attendance of absent S~ators. 
l\lr. LODGE, Mr. COLT, and 1\Ir. TOWNSEND entered the Chamber 

and answered to their names. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators ha-ve an

swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
l\lr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I move that the Sentlte take 

a recess until12 o'clock to-morrow. 
Mr. JONES of 'Vashington. Will the Senator from Pennsyl

Yania withhold his motion to enable me to submit a report from 
the Committee on Commerce? 

l\lr. PENROSE. I yield for that purpose. 

COPPER HARDOR' RANGE LIGHTHOUSE RESERVATION, MICH. 

:Mr. JONES of Washington. ·From the Committee on Com
merce I report back fa'[or~bly without amendment the bill 
(H. n. 14122) to authorize the sale of a portion of the Copper 
Harbor Range Lighthouse Reservation, 1\Iich., to Houghton and 
Keweenaw Counties, Mich. I call the attention of the Senator 
from l\lichigan [l\lr. TOWNSEND] to the bill. 

1\fr. TOWNSEND. This is a bill to which there is no objec
tion. It provides for the sale of a portion of the reservation to 
the counties named. The Government approves the sale. I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. · 

l\lr. PENROSE. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The PRESIDING · OFFICER. Without objection it will be 
temporarily laid aside. ' 

Mr. KING. Let the bill be read. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. Can not the Senator call up the bill in the 

morning? 
l\lr. TOWNSEND. If there is any objection I shall not insist 

on its consideration now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I did not understand the Senator from 

l\lichigan. Is it his desire to have the bill passed?. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I do desire to haYe the bill passed. It is 

a bill which passed the House some time ago and it is now favor
ably reported. T~ere is no objection to it anywhere. It simply 
provides for the sale of a portion of the lighthouse reservation 
in the upper region of Michigan. 

l\!r. UNDERWOOD. It has been fa1"orably reported by the 
Senate committee? 

1\!r. TOWNSEND. It was unanimously reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
'Vhole, proceeded to consider the bill. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RECESS. 

l\lr. PENROSE. I r enew my motion that the Senate take a 
:ecess until 12 o'clocl.: to-morrow. 
· The motion was agreed to, and the Senate (at 5 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, Janu
ary 28, 1921, at 12 o'clock meridian·. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, Janua.ry fd7, 19~1. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The SPEAKER. Dr. Couden has requested that until his 

resignation bikes effect Dr. Montgomery may substitute for 
hlm. · . 

Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., of the Calvary 1\!etho
dist Church, Washington, D. C., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, our heav~nly Father, we beseech Thee to 
hear us. On the breath of our prayer is the confession of our 
sins. Deepen our sympathies toward all meu who fail. 
Broaden our understanding of all ·llie needs and problems of 
our country and heighten our aspirations beyond all those 
virtues that make men chivalrous, brave, and true. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The J(lnrnnl of the proceeoings of yesterday was read. 
l\Ir. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no 

quorum is present. · 
'.fhe SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold that until 

the .Journnl is apprOYE'd? 
1\lr. LA...~GLEY. I will 
The Journal was approved. 
The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the Agricultnral 

appropriation bill. When the House adjourned. last night the 
question pending was, Will the House reconsider the vote by 
which the seed amendment was rejected? The vote will come on 
that question first. 

The question was being taken, when Mr. LANGLEY made the 
point that no quorum was present. 

The SPEAKER. Obviously no quorum is present. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 
notify absent 1\fembers, and as many as are in fnvor of the 
motion to reconsider will, as their names ·are called, vote 
"are" and those opposed will Yote ·• no," untl the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question wns taken ; and thel'e \vere-yeas 166, nays 153, 
answered "present" 2, not voting 108, as follows: 

Almon 
Aswell 
Bacharach 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bee 
Bell 
Bt>nham 
Blackmon 
Bland, Ind. 
Boies 
Bowers 
Bowling 
Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Brooks, Ill 
Brooks, Pa. 
Bt·umbaugh 
Byrn, Tenn. 
Campbell, Pa. 
Candler 
Caraway 
Carss 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 
Classon 
Collier 
Crisp 
Davey 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dent 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Dough ton 
Drane 
Dupre 
Dyer 
Eagle 
Echols 
Fields 

Ackerman 
Andl:'rson 
.Andrews, Md. 
Andrews, Ne,br. 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barbour 
Benson 
Blacl{ 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Box 
Browne 
Buchanan 

YEAS-166. 
Fisher 
Flood 

. Fordney 
Ganly 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett 
Goollall 
Goodykoontz 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hardy, Colo. 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hastings 
Hays 
Hickey 
Houghton 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Humphreys 
Jacoway 
.Jefferis 
Johnson, Miss. 
Juul 
K eller· 
Kendall 
Kiess 
King 
Kreider 
Lampert 
Langley 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Larsen 
Layton 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga . 
Lehlhach 
Longworth 

McDuffie 
McKeown 
McKinley 
Martin 
Mason 
Mays 
Miller 
Minahan, N.J. 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Murphy 
Nelson, Mo. 
Newton, Minn. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nicholls 
O'Connor 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
Osborne 
Padgett 
Park 
Parker 
Phelan 
Pou 
Quin 
.Raker 
Ramsey· 
Randall, Calif. 
Ransley 
Rayburn 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 
Riddick 
Robsion. Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Rouse 
Rubey 
Sanders, La. 
Sanders, N.Y. 
Sears 
Sells 
Sims 

NAYS-Hi3. 
Rul'dick 
Burroughs 
Byl'll ('S. s. c . 
Campbell. Kans. 
Cannon 
Cbindblom 
Christopherson 
Clark. ~.f ;} . 
Coady 
Cole 
Conr.ally 
Cooper 
Crago 
Cram tun 

Cr·owther 
Currie, Mich. 
Curry, Calif. 
Dale 
Darrow 
Dempsev 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dunn 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Elliott 

Sisson 
Slemp 
Smnll 
Smith, Idaho 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stef'ne1·son 
Stepll<'ns, Ohio 
·stevr nson 
Rtin ess 
Sto11 
Stl'Ong, Kans. 
Rummers, Wash. 
Sweet 
Taylor, .\rk. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Vaile 
Venable 
Vestal 
Vinson 
Voigt 
Watkins 
Weaver 
Welty 
White, Kans. 
Wil son, La. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wingo 
Woods, Va. 
Wright 
Yates 
Young, Tex. 
Zih1man 

Ellsworth 
Elston 
Esch 
Evans, Mont. 
Evans . Nebr. 
Fairfield 
F~ss 
Fish 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
French 
Fuller ·. 
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